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shipping 
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The advantages of the Port of Philadelphia— 
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America’s fastest growing port. For shippers 
—export or import—it saves money, time, 
handling and hauling. Railroad cars and 
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CALL PILOT AND SERVICE ANSWERS... . because 
Pilot people think service. Take the Pilot transportation 
service representative, for example. His middle name is 
Service. In person or on the phone, he moves swiftly to 

set the service wheels in motion. Whatever it takes 
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ask for a Pilot representa- 
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Answer: There are no interchange terminals requiring switch engine service 
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And against delays you fight. 
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What's Meant by ‘Coordination’ and ‘Integration ? 


HH 
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HENEVER traffic and transportation people get to- 

gether, these days, you can expect to hear discussion 
of current proposals or announcements—some of them 
widely publicized—concerning mergets or studies of mer- 
gers of important rail transportation systems. 

You may find, too, that opinions favoring greater co- 
ordination of different types of transport services, through 
joint rate arrangements, “piggyback” operations, etc., are 
being voiced more frequently now than in the past, in 
gatherings of that kind. But the fellow in such a crowd who 
brings up the word “integration” with reference to trans- 
portation should know that by so doing he’s taking a chance 
on losing friends and alienating people. 

A. few weeks ago there appeared in this publication a 
report on a speech by Commissioner Hutchinson, of the 
LC.C., under the heading, “Hutchinson Calls ‘Integrated’ 
Transport Services Alternative to Private Carriage.” Later, 
a friend in the trucking industry told us he had found 
that the words ‘‘coordinate’” and ‘‘coordination,’’ but not 
the words “‘integrate’’ and “integration,” had been used 
by the Commissioner in that speech. He suggested, properly, 
that in such a situation the use of “integrated” in the 
heading was incorrect. That TRAFFIC WORLD erred in this 
matter cannot be disputed. Humbly and regretfully, we 
apologize. Since “integrate’’ means one thing to John and 
another thing to Henry, the headline writer should not have 
used it as a synonym for “coordinate,” though to his mind, 
perhaps, the two words mean practically the same thing. 

From the dictionary we learn that “integrate’’ is derived 
from the Latin words /nteger, meaning whole or entire, and 
integrare, meaning to make whole or to renew. Thus, in- 
tegrate is defined as “to form into one whole” and ‘‘to unite 
(parts or elements) so as to form a whole.” The dictionary 
shows that “‘coordinate” comes from the Latin ordinare, 
meaning to regulate, and that the ‘‘co” prefix means ‘‘with, 
together, in conjunction, jointly.’’ Coordinate is defined as 
“to put in the same order or rank” and “to bring or fall 
into a common action, movement or condition; to regulate 
and combine in harmonious action.” 


HE late G. Lloyd Wilson wrote a definition, in ‘The 

Transportation Crisis,” published in 1933, of the sort of 
coordination of transport he regarded as best suited to the 
needs of the public. Said he: 


“Coordination in the last analysis means, in the ultimate, 
an integration of various types of carriers and common or 
diverse ownership, in which all types of carriers work 
together harmoniously without destructive competition, un- 
der arrangements or agreements mutually satisfactory to the 
carriers and advantageous to the public.” 


There you have one authority who, it seems, has brought ° 


“coordination” and “integration” so close together it’s hard 
to distinguish between them. . 

Dr. D. Philip Locklin, in his textbook, “Economics of 
Transportation,” defines ‘“‘coordination of transportation” 
as ‘the fitting of each form of transport into its proper place 
in the transportation system’ and quotes another author's 


definition of the word as “the assignment, by whatever means, 
of each facility to those transport tasks which it can perform 


better than other facilities, under conditions which will in- 
sure its fullest development in the place so found.” 

That sort of definition should make any transportation 
man a strong supporter of “coordination”—or. should we 
say ‘integration’? Again, we had better be careful about 
that, since this is the way “integration” is defined in “Sound 
Transportation for the National Welfare’—the report, in 
book form, which the policy administration board of the 
Transportation Association of America submitted to Congress 
in 1953: 

“Integration (as contrasted with consolidation, which 
refers to the unification of two carriers of the same form of 
transportation) may be defined as the combination of two 
or more different forms of transportation under a single 
management or control. Such an aggregation may be ac- 
complished either through the entry of a carrier by one form 
of transportation into another form of transportation, or 
through unification of two or more carriers in different forms 
of transportation. . . .” 


i’ the national transportation policy declaration by Con- 
gress the stated objective is to develop, coordinate and 
preserve “‘a national transportation system by water, high- 
way, and rail, as well as other means. . . .” One definition 
of “system” is “a natural combination or organization of 
part to part . . . formed by a process of growth.” If we 
regard a system as “a whole,” there should be no objection 
to use of the word “integrate” to mean the uniting of parts 
or elements so as to form a whole. The trouble, of course, 
is that the T.A.A. definition of “integration” is the one 
most commonly accepted; and some types of carriers oppose 
the idea of integration of ownership or management, though 
they may subscribe to integration of service of various types 
of carriers under diversified control. 

A letter published elsewhere in this issue contains a 
statement that “those who favor organization of all trans- 
portation facilities into one system have found an ally in 
Commissioner Arpaia” and quotes, in support of that asser- 
tion, two sentences from his speech, last September, at the 
Pan American Railway Congress in Buenos Aires. Commis- 
sioner Arpaia asserted that to the extent the various modes of 
transport were not fully coordinated and integrated “‘as part 
of a unified service,” the full exploitation of a country was 
hampered and the maximum efficiency of transportation was 
lost. His advice, to delegates from countries in some of 
which transportation is still embryonic, showed no incon- 
sistency with his admonitions to carriers in this country to 
concentrate on meeting shippers’ needs. There should be no 
quarrel with his use of “integrated’”” to mean bringing 
together and making more efficient the component parts 
of the transportation system by such means as development 
and improvement of equipment interchange, expansion of 
“piggyback” operations, and establishment of joint rates 
and through routes between different types of carriers. 

To those who still don’t like the word “integration,” we 
commend, again, the word “coordination” as defined in 
Dr. Locklin’s book. Dr. Locklin wrote, years ago, that 
“coordination . . . epitomizes the transportation problem as 
it exists today.” The problem is still with us; but all around 
us we see indications that progress toward its solution is being 
made. 
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H™=: a new freight service just made for 
communities not now enjoying direct air 
freight: It’s Northwest’s new combination 
Sky-Truck Service. 

Sky-Truck Service offers you a fast combi- 
nation of truck and air freight under a joint 
“tariff with lower through rates and through 
airbill numbers. 


This new service brings you days closer to 
markets. It means you can advance delivery 
dates . . . speed up turnover of capital . . . lower 
inventories . . . reduce warehouse costs . . . expand 
existing markets and create new ones. 

Northwest’s Sky-Truck Service is now in 
operation throughout the Upper Midwest. It 
will be extended to all of Northwest’s Territory 
coast-to-coast, from New York and Washing- 
ton to Seattle and Portland. 


Why not see how Northwest’s new Sky- 
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Truck Service can help your manufacturing, 
merchandising and distribution plans? 


The following progressive Upper Midwest motor 
carriers are already participating in Northwest’s 
new, unique Sky-Truck Service: 


BOS LINES 

BRIGGS TRANSPORTATION CO. 
CENTURY-MATTHEWS MOTOR FREIGHT, INC. 
CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS, INC. 

HART MOTOR EXPRESS, INC. 

MIDWEST MOTOR EXPRESS, INC. 
MINNESOTA-WISCONSIN TRUCK LINES, INC. 
MONSON DRAY LINES, INC. 

MURPHY MOTOR FREIGHT LINES, INC. 
RAYMOND MOTOR TRANSPORT, INC. 

TWIN CITY-FARGO FREIGHT, INC. 

WITTE TRANSPORT CO. 


*Northwest’s Mark of Service 


31 years of superior Airmanship 


NORTHWEST 6:< AIRLINES 
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and Answers 


Anywhere in the 
United States, Canada or Mexico 
call 


AMERICAN CHAIN 
of WAREHOUSES 


WHEREVER YOU 
ARE—Your necrest 
Amer n Chain of 

trehouses member 
w supply you full 
details. Send 


New 


to our 
York office for 
free membership d 


rectory 


@ You can rely on the 76 members of Ameri- 
can Chain of Warehouses for the finest storage 
facilities, capable personnel, modern handling 
methods, good customer relations, many 
special services, and wide market coverage. 
Call American Chain next time! 


AMERICAN CHAIN 


- OF WAREHOUSES, INC. 
A Nationwide System of Public Warehouses 


SoSoscessscsesesc 
Every Link A Strong One 


Letters should be addressed to Traffic World, 815 Washington Building, Washington 5, D. ¢ 
No attention will be paid to anonymous communications or questions from nonsubscribers. 


Tariff interpretation— 


Exclusive Use of Vehicle 


Question—Alabama 


We handled, jointly, with two other 
carriers, a series of shipments of un- 
finished cotton piece goods, from Ala- 
bama to Texas. The shipments ranged 
from 27,000 pounds to 31,000 pounds each 
and, therefore, were entitled to the 
column 31 ratings published in item 785 
of Southern Motor Carriers Rate Con- 
ference tariff No. 5-H, applicable to the 
stated minimum weight of 30,000 pounds. 
The shipments were rated on a higher 
basis and a claim was subsequently filed 
for overcharge. 

In handling with the delivering car- 
rier, for recovery of his portion of the 
overcharge, he claims that the shipments 
were actually undercharged, due to the 
fact that the shipper included remarks 
in the bill of lading, such as, “Shipper’s 
load, count, and seal. Seal not to be 
broken until truck reaches destination,” 
and that under this condition each truck 
should have moved at the minimum 
charge based on 15,000 pounds, at the 
first class rate, as provided in item 3780 
of the tariff. 

We do not agree. However, we are 
unable to locate a finding by the Com- 
mission in which this principle was in- 
volved, although we know the Commis- 
sion has ruled on it. 


It is true that the vehicles moved 
through to destination with seal intact. 
However, we.urge that we can not ignore 
the principle of the applicable volume 
rate applied to the stated minimum 
weight of 30,000 pounds, even though 
the seals were not broken in transit. 

We would appreciate your reference 
to a report of the Commission in a case 
involving this principle. 


Answer 


One of the requirements of item 3780 
is that: “Each bill of lading and freight 
bill covering shipments for which ex- 
clusive use of vehicle is provided must be 
marked or stamped as follows: ‘Exclu- 
sive Use of Vehicle Ordered By Ship- 
— ~ 

Where a tariff requires that a certain 
notation be placed on the bill of lading 
and freight bill, such as that quoted 
above, it is necessary that the notation 
actually be placed on the bill of lading 
and freight bill, in order to apply the 
rates in connection with such notation. 


This is the holding of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in Gus Blass Co, 
v. Powell Bros. Truck Line, 53 M.C&. 
603. In this case the shipper asked for 
exclusive use of the vehicle, but the 
proper notation was not placed on the 
bill of lading nor on the freight bill, in 
accordance with tariff instructions, and 
the Commission held that the exclusive 
use rule was not applicable and that the 
truckload rates, which would otherwise 
apply, were applicable. In arriving at 
this conclusion, the Commission said: 

“We must first determine whether or 
not the exclusive use rule was applicable 
on the considered shipment. It is to be 
noted that the rule provides that where 
exclusive use of a vehicle is ordered, an 
appropriate notation must be made on 
the bill of lading and freight bill. No such 
notation appeared on the bill of lading or 
freight bill covering complainant’s ship- 
ment. Defendant contends that exclusive 
use of the vehicle was ordered, and that 
its failure to include on the bill of lading 
the statement required by the rule was 
because the bill of lading was prepared 
and signed prior to the time exclusive use 
of the vehicle was requested, and was no 
longer available for the required endorse- 
ment. Complainant argues that as the 
bill of lading and freight bill did not 
contain the mandatory statement, it was 
unlawful for defendant to charge rates 
based upon the provisions of the rule. It 
also states that it did not order exclusive 
use of the truck. 

“Without here reciting in detail all of 
the sworn statements made by represent- 
atives of the parties concerning the 
ordering of equipment for the considered 
shipment, we conclude that exclusive 
use of the vehicle was ordered as con- 
tended by defendant. This conclusion 
is supported by the following statement 
of defendant’s St. Louis manager: ‘On 
Saturday morning, October 16, 1948, a 
representative of the St. Louis Fixture 
Co. called me in regard to a load of store 
fixtures and counters for the Gus Blass 
Department Store, Little Rock, Ark., for 
which they wished to engage the exclu- 
sive use of a trailer.’ Moreover, the 
defendant’s answer to the complaint 
discloses that after the vehicle was 
loaded it was sealed by the consignor 
with instructions that it not be opened 
until it was opened by the consignee at 
Little Rock... . 

“It appears that defendant’s position 
is that its failure properly to endorse 
the bill of lading and freight bill does 
not render inapplicable the provisions of 


in this column will be published answers to questions relating to traffic, of general reader 
interest. A specialist in interstate transportation, who is a member of our special service 
department, will furnish references to regulations and decisions and will answer questions of 
application of tariff schedules and practical traffic problems. We do not desire to take the 
ploce of the traffic man, but to help him in his work, nor do we undertake to render legal 
opinions. The right is reserved to refuse to answer any question that does not seem to be of 
general interest or that may appear to us unwise to answer or too complex for the kind of 


investigation herein contemplated. 
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clusion are you in a hurry? 


When “on-time-or-else” shipments put the pressure on, and you've 

s Blass ° : 
for got to be sure... slow down, the answer's easy ... move it Gateway. 
Figure it out yourself. Start with the complete road fleet, the right trailer in the 
right place when you need it. Then, fast action movement 
mplaint . : : - : 
le was over straight through, tight schedule routings, in and out of the 
nsignor country’s most modern terminals, handled less but 

much faster... and Gateway delivers 
“on time” and no “or else.” \. 
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the rule governing the charges to be 
assessed, and that the requirement for 
such endorsement is simply a matter of 
form, the absence of which does not af- 
fect the remaining provisions of the rule. 
We think not. It is well settled that a 
rule contained in a tariff is a part of the 
tariff, and cannot be waived. See Bien- 
ville Warehouses Corp., Inc. v. Illinois 
Central R. Co., 208 I.C.C. 583, and Nat- 
ural Products Refining Co. v. Central 
R. Co. of N.J., 216 1.C.C. 105, both citing 
Davis v. Henderson, 266 U.S. 92.... 


“As seen, the consignor, after loading 
the defendant’s vehicle at point of origin, 
sealed that vehicle with instructions that 
the seal should not be broken or removed 
until the vehicle arrived at its destina- 
tion. The undisputed fact of the con- 
signor’s sealing the vehicle clearly 
justifies a conclusion that the considered 
shipment was tendered and received as 
a truckload or volume shipment and that 
the applicable charges thereon are those 
computed under the afore-mentioned 
rule governing mixed volume ship- 
ments, .. .” 


Routing and Misrouting— 


Specific v. General Provisions 
In Same Tariff 


Question—Virginia 


We have a problem on circuity limita- 
tions, as applicable to the iron and steel 
rates published in section 2 of Trunk 
Line Territory Tariff Bureau freight 
tariff No. E/S-171-B, I.C.C. No. A-1081. 

This tariff, as now constituted, pub- 


lishes item 6000 (Routing Instructions— 
General), and item 6010 (Maximum Cir- 
cuity Limitations) applicable only by 
specific reference. 

It is our contention that circuity limi- 
tations cannot lawfully be applied to the 
rates in section 2 of this tariff, due to 
the fact that section 2 does not specif- 
ically refer to item 6010 as being ap- 
plicable. We read item 6000 as being 
general routing instructions, superseded 
by item 6010, insofar as circuity limita- 
tions are- applicable to the entire tariff. 
We contend that the specifically named 
circuity limitation item in this tariff 
cannot be superseded with a general 
routing application, insofar as the ap- 
plication of circuity limitations apply. 
We further contend that the only man- 
ner by which the circuity limitations 
apply in item 6000 could lawfully super- 
sede the circuity limitations named in 
item 6010 must be by specific reference, 
for, to all lawful intents and purposes, 
the limitations of item 6010 remove the 
application of any limitations on circuity 
covered in item 6000. 

The carriers are not clear in their 
contentions, but merely adamant. They 
state that under item 6000 the circuity 
limitations of Routing Instructions, 
Agent Boin’s I.C.C. No. A-1031, tariff 
No. E/S-161-A, apply to section 2 rates. 
Possibly the carriers ure basing their 
position on the fact that item 6010 can 
be applied only by specific reference. 
Therefore, in the absence of specific 
reference to item 6010, item 6000 auto- 
matically applies. Could this be lawful? 
Item 6010 appears to remove all appli- 
cation of circuity from item 6000, being 
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a specific circuity item, and the only law- 
ful application for circuity in this tariff, 
Therefore, without specific reference to 
item 6010, there is no circuity applicable 
to the tariff, for circuity is automatically 
removed from item 6000, with the nam- 
ing of specific circuity limitations for 
the entire tariff in item 6010. We can 
not conceive of its being lawful to es- 
tablish two circuity limitations rules 
in a single tariff, without specifically 
naming the rules and circumstances 
under which each would apply. 

There is one other point of interest, 
in the matter of circuity, insofar as our 
problem is concerned, that being whether 
or not circuity applied to these rates 
would be lawful. We are advised that the 
28300 scale of rates are maximum rates 
applicable over all unrestricted routes. 
Circuity limitations have been removed 
from the 28300 class rates, and many 
28300 scale commodity rates. These 
rates in section 2, being 28300 scale com- 
modity rates, as such, should be un- 
restricted, mileage-wise, over any open 
route, Therefore, it would appear that 
any circuity restriction placed on such 
rates could be in violation of the act. 

Your guidance in enabling us to locate 
proper lawful authority for the applica- 
tion, or non-application, of circuity limi- 
tations covering the iron and steel rates 
published in section 2 of Trunk Line 
Territory Tariff Bureau freight tariff No. 
E/S-171-B, I.C.C. No. A-1081, will be 
appreciated. 


Answer 


Apparently, there are, in tariff No. 
E/S-171-B, rates which refer specifically 
to item 6010 and rates which do not refer 


“SERVICE IS 
OUR ONLY PRODUCT” 


GENERAL OFFICES: 434 S. MAIN AVE., SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 
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CUTTING A BIG SWATH 


Modern maintenance methods on the Monon pay off in 
more dependable, efficient service to shippers, 
as mammoth machines like these replace old road gangs! 


More evidence of the modern Monon’s determination to 
This canta track ballaster spreads new utilize the latest equipment in maintenance, communications 
stone ballast evenly—speeds maintenance! and operations to cut costs to shippers. This combination 
spreader and ditcher with the locomotive behind it takes 
the place of a track crew—and does a better job faster. 
The result pays off in more efficient operation—dependable 
deliveries—savings for shippers. 

By the way—can you tell just when every shipment you 
make will reach its destination? Do 


: : CHICAGO 
you know where every shipment is \ fen 


en ae . ox re 
44, uz . FE 


—right now? You’d know with the city 

Monon—or could find out fast. 

Just another reason it pays to LAFAYETTE 
Pe YO ship on the Monon. 
Ties get regular cleaning and resurfacing 
with this power surfacer. More savings! 


THE HOOSIER LINE LOUISVILLE® 
For Shipments to, through, or from Indiana... 
NOW, AS NEVER BEFORE, IT PAYS TO SHIP ON 


th blades of the combination spreader- RA yf L RP OA D 
ditcher are raised and lowered hydraulically. 
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to item 6010. Otherwise, there would be 
no purpose in carrying the legend “(ap- 
plicable only where specific reference is 
made hereto)” along with the title or 
subject of this item, which means that 
there are general and specific pro- 
visions in effect in the same tariff. 

The principle is well established that, 
in construing a freight tariff, the entire 
tariff must be scrutinized and the perti- 
nent provisions given due effect, in order 
that the general and specific provisions 
in apparent contradiction may subsist 
together, the specific provision qualifying 
and supplying exceptions to those of 
general application. Pillsbury Flour Mills 
Co. v. Great Northern Ry. Co., 25 F. 2d 
66; W. M. Spencer Sons Co. v. Cincin- 
nati, N. O. & T. P. Ry. Co., 163 I.C.C. 
492; and Westinghouse Electric Supply 
Co. v. Alton & S. R., 226 I.C.C. 367. 

If any effect is to be given to the above 
cases, insofar as your problem is con- 
cerned, item 6010 can not be applied to 
section 2 of tariff No. E/S-171-B, in- 
stead, the restrictions, if any, in Rout- 
ing Instructions No. E/S-161-A, referred 
to in Item 6000, will apply to the rates in 
section 2. 


Overcharges— 
Refund Without Court Action 


Question—Massachusetts 


We have a situation where a joint 
rate via two carriers exceeds a combina- 
tion of rates over the same route. 

We are filing a complaint with the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, but have 


not brought suit in court. There are 
many cases where the Commission has 
found the through rate, in such a 
situation, unreasonable. 

In United States Rubber Co. v. Asso- 
ciated Transport, Inc., 48 L.C.C. 6, 10, 
the Commission states that the interstate 
commerce act does not require a carrier 
to collect charges in excess of those found 
reasonable. While this case involves 
undercharges, do you think it would ap- 
ply in our case, so that if the Commission 
finds the through rate unreasonable to 
the extent it exceeds the combination, 
the carrier could refund the difference 
without a court action being brought? 


Answer 


The Commission is without power to 
award reparation under Part II of the 
act, but it does have the power to make 
an administrative determination of ap- 
plicability of rates charged by motor 
carriers on past shipments. Smith v. 
Moland Bros. Trucking Co., 46 M.C.C. 762; 
Park & Tilford Distillers, Inc. v. United 
Freight Terminal, Inc., 46 M.C.C. 1735; 
Servus Rubber Co. v. Merchants Motor 
Freight, Inc., 46 M.C.C. 777; Rhea Mfg. 
Co. v. Acme Fast Freight, Inc., 47 M.C.C. 
280; and Glenn L. Martin Co. v. W. T. 
Cowan, Inc., 47 M.C.C. 303. 

A finding by the Commission that 
motor carrier rates have been unreason- 
able is not self-executing and, unless 
the carriers concerned are willing to be 
governed thereby, the Commission’s 
action is merely a preliminary step to an 
action in court. Southeastern Metals 
Co. v. Roadway Exp., Inc., 47 M.C.C. 395; 


For fast, economical shipping and handling, you can’t 
do better than route your cargo through the Port of 


Lake Charles. 


Lowest Wharfage rates on the Gulf. 
3 trunk line railroads. 

Excellent stevedoring. 

Clean, sprinklered transit buildings. 


For further information, write: 


E. J. Christman, Port Director, P. O. Box 1362, Lake Clisttia: Vesti 
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Victory Granite Co. v. Central Truck 
Lines, Inc., 44 M.C.C.*320; Schaefer, Inc. 
v. C. A. Conklin Truck Line, Inc., 43 
M.C.C. 333. 

When the Commission finds that rates 
charged are inapplicable, it at once be- 
comes the duty of the carrier to refund 
any overcharges, without an order or 
other action on the Commission’s part 
and without resort to a court. Bell 


Potato Chip Co. v. Aberdeen Truck Line, 
43 M.C.C. 337; Fedders-Quigan Corp. y. 
Long Transp. Co., 64 M.C.C. 581. 


Motor Carriers— 


Highway Permits 
Charge for Procuring 


Question—Kansas 


We have occasion to have the mate- 
rial known as steel joists moved from 
Kansas City to various points in the 
state of Kansas. This material, quite 
often, moves by contract carrier, and 
we do not have the contract with the 
carrier ourselves, but it is between the 
carrier and the shipper. We have been 
advised and have received, on our in- 
voices, a charge of $5.15 for a permit 
charge, when the load exceeds the over- 
all length of 50’-0”. This length is the 
maximum in the state of Kansas that 
a shipment can be, and this includes 
the length from the front bumper to 
the end of the shipment. The state of 
Kansas has a permit charge of $2 for 
this over length. 

It is our understanding that the 


(Continued on page 17) 
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It’s the season to say thanks, 


and over 750 Allied Movers join in thanking you for your 
help in making this our biggest year to date. Allied’s 
3,500 vans were busier than ever, setting a new record for number 


of moves and miles covered. Best wishes at Thanksgiving! 
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DEN Hh‘ & pmwé 
(RAY Bd KJ & ¥% 


& 


Broadview, Illinois 
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Here’s your latest listing 


of Allied Movers 


ALABAMA 
Birmingham—Harris Transfer Co. 
Decatur—Decatur Tfr. & Stge., Inc. 
Gadsden—Hosmer Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Huntsville—Rocket City Moving 
& Rental Service 


Mobile—Finch Warehousing & Tfr. Co. 


Montgomery—Alabama Tfr. & Whse. Co. 


Ozark—Livingston Stge. & Tfr. Co. 


ARIZONA 
Mesa—Mesa Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Phoenix—Lightning Moving & 
Warehouse Co. 


Prescott—Prescott Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Tucson—Citizens Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


ARKANSAS 
Camden—Mooty Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Eldorado—Black Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Fayetteville—Southwest Piano & Van 
Service 


Fort Smith—O. K. Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Little Rock—Terminal Van & Stge. 
0., Inc. 


Texarkana—Hunter Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


CALIFORNIA 
Anaheim—Anaheim Truck & Tfr. Co. 
Antioch—Easy Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Bakersfield—Young’s Tfr. & Stge., Inc. 
Banning—Roy’s Van & Stge. 


Beverly Hills—Beverly Hills Tfr. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 


Burlingame—Costar Van & Stge. 
Carme!l—Wermuth Tfr. & Stge Co. 


Compton—Compton Moving & Stge. Co. 


Concord—R & R (Richardson-Riegg) 
Van & Stge. Co. 
Covina—Fleetwood Whse. Co. 
Crescent City—Crescent Mvg. & Stge. 
Davis—Davis Van & Storage 


El Centro—Escondido Stge. Co. & 
El Centro Moving & Storage 


Encino—Beverly Hills Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Escondido—Escondido Stge. Co. 
Evreka—O. F. Olsen Mvg. & Storage 
Fresno—Colonial Van & Stge. Co. 

Owl Transfer Co. 
Garden Grove—Schick Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
ee ty —Beverly Hills Tfr. & Stge. 


inglewood—Arbor Vitae Tfr. & 
Stge. Co. 
Lafayette—R & R (Richardson-Riegg) 
Van & Stge. Co. 
Lencaster— Keltner Van & Stge. Co. 
Long Beach—Schick plowing & Stge. Co. 
Southwest Van & St; o., Inc. 
Wings Van & Stge. 


Los Angeles—Beverly Hills Tfr. & Stge. 


‘o., Inc. 

Fidelity Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lambert’s Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
Southwest Van & Stge. 

Wings Van & Stg. Co. 


Los Gatos—McDonald Van & Stge. Co. 
eee Drayage Van & 


Merced—Colonial Van & 
Stge. Co., Inc. Corp. 


Mill Valley—Hagen & Smith Moving 
& Stge. 


Modesto—Modesto Transfer & Stge. Co. 


Monterey—California Van & Stge. Co. 
Napa—Harris Van & Storage 


North Hollywood-—Valley Moving Serv. 
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Oakland—Market St. Van & Stge., Inc. 
Ontario—Harvel’s Tfr. & Stge. 


Palm Springs—Plaza Mvg. & Stge. Gere. 
Palo Alto—Palo Alto Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Pasadena—Farley Bros. Mov. & Stge. Inc. 


Paul’s Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Pomona-—Stine Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Red Bluff—Cascade Van & Stge. Co. 
Redding—Shasta Tfr. & Stge. 
Riverside—Riverside Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Sacramento—H. Jones Exp. & Stge. Co. 
Western Van & Stge. Co. 


Salinas—Cahoon Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


San Bernardino—Associated Van & 
Stge. Co. 


San Diego—Ace Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Atlas Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


San Fernando—LaGasse Tfr. & Stge. 


San Francisco—City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Market Street Van & Stge., Inc. 
San Francisco Stge. Co 


San Jose—Erickson Van & Stge. 
San Luis Obispo—Dennis Transfer 


San Mateo—Macy’s Van & Storage Corp. 


Santa Ana-—Schick Moving & Stge. Co. 
Wings Van & Storage Co. 


Santa Barbara—Hazelwood Tfr. Co. 


Santa Maria—Shell’s Delivery Service 
(Van & Stge.) 


Santa Rosa—Santa Rosa Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Stockton—Rudloff Van & Stge. 


Sunnyvale—Market Street Van & 
Storage, Inc. 


Twentynine Palms—29 Palms Van 
& Storage 


Ukiah—Mendocino Van & Stge. Co. 
Upland—Upland Tfr. & Stge. 
Vacaville—West Coast Van & Storage 
Vallejo—McGee’s Van & Stge. Co. 
Van Nuys-—Valley Mvg. Service 
Ventura—Hilford Moving & Stge. 
Walnut Creek—R & R (Richardson- 
Riegg) Van & Stge. Co. 


COLORADO 


Colorado Springs— Weicker Tfr. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 


Denver—Interstate Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
Weicker Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Grand Junction—W. R. Hall 
Moving & Storage 


Greeiey—Union Delivery Co. 

La Junta—Jackson Trucking Co. 
Lamar—Jackson Cartage Co. 

Monte Vista—Major Transfer 
Pueblo—Weicker Tfr. & Stge Co., Inc. 
Rocky Ford—Jackson Tfr. & Stge. 


CONNECTICUT 


Bethggpert neerd Despatch & 
hse. Co., Inc 

Moore’s Stge. Whse. 

The W. M. Terry Co. 


East Hartford—Hartford 
Despatch & Whse. Co., Inc. 


Greenwich—Doran Bros., Inc. 


Hartford—Hartford Despatch & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 


New Canaan—The Chatterton Co. 


New Haven—Cohen & Powell, Inc. 
The Smedley Co., Inc. 


New London—Rogovin Exp. Co. 


Stamford—Schaefer, Inc. 
Stamford Storage Co., Inc. 


Torrington—John H. Daley 
Waterbury—Hanson’s Moving & Stge. 
Westport—E. C. Nash, Inc. 


DELAWARE 
Dover—Delmarva Whse., Inc. 
Wilmington—Security Stge. Co., Inc. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Washington, D0.C.—Capitol Van Lines 
Colonial Stge. Co. 
Federal Stge. Co., Inc. 
Fidelity Stge. Co., Inc. 


Security Stge. Co. of Washington, Inc. 


United States Storage Co., Inc. 


FLORIDA 

Daytona Beach—Daytona Moving & 
Storage Co. 

Delray Beach—Hayden Bonded Storage 
Warehouse, Inc. 

Fort Lauderdale—Brandon Tfr. & 
Stge. Co., Inc. 

Security Warehouse 

Fort Walton—Bonded Trans., Inc. 

Hollywood—Hollywood Storage & 
Transfer Co., Inc. 

Homestead—Brandon Transfer & Stge. 

o., Inc. 
Jacksonville—Rapid Mvg. & Stge. Co. 


Key West—A & B Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Lakeland—Yarnall Warehouse & 
Transfer Co., Inc. 


Lake Wales—Yarnall Whse. & Tfr., Inc. 


Melbourne—Brandon Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Miami—A. A. Triangle Tfr. & Whse. Co. 


Union Transfer & Storage Co. 
Washington Storage Co., Inc. 


ates Beach—Washington Stge. Co., 
ne. 


Milton—Bonded Transportation, Inc. 
Orlando-—Fidelity Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 


Panama City—Livingston Storage & 
Transfer Co. 


Pensacola—Bonded Trans., Inc. 

Pompano Beach—Kinsey Tfr. & Stge. Co. 

St. Petersburg— ~~ Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 

St. Petersburg Transfer & Stge. Co. 

Sarasota—West Coast Storage 
Warehouse & Transfer Corp. 

Tallahassee—Livingston Storage & 
Transfer Co. 


Tampa—Nationwide Mvg. & Stge. Co. 


West Paim Beach—Brandon Transfer & 


Storage Co., Inc. 


GEORGIA ’ 
Albany—Albany Transfer Co. 
Athens—Adams Transfer & Stge. Co. 


Atlanta—Benton Prothers Drayage & 
Storage Co., 
Catheart ‘Allied "Storage Co., Inc. 
OK Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. 
John J. Woodside Storage Go., Inc. 


Avugusta—Macon Transfer Co. 


Brunswick—Benton Brothers Drayage 
& Storage Co., Inc. 


Columbus-—Livingston Stge. & Tfr. Co. 
Gainesville—Adams Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Macon—Macon Transfer Co. 


Savannah—Benton p Brothers Drayage & 


Storage Co., 


IDAHO 
Boise—Peasley Tfr. & Storage Co., Inc. 
Coeur D’Alene—Luke’s Transfer 
Idaho Falis—O. G. Roche Mov. & Stge. 


Mountain Home—Whitney Transfer & 
Storage Co. 


Nampa—Nampa Tfr. & Storage Co., Inc, 
Pocatello—O. G. Roche Moving & Stge. 
Preston—Reeves Warehouse 
Rupert—Craven Transfer 
Twin Falls—Warberg Bros. 

Moving & Storage Co. 


ILLINOIS 
Avrora—Valentine Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Bloomington—The Johnson Transfer & 
el Co., Inc. 


Bradley—Travelite Tfr. & Storage Co. 


Champaign—Chester & O’Byrne 
Transfer Co., Inc. 


, Chiegee- pangeee Fireproof Warehouse 


David Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 
Dunn Bros. Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
Ellison Fireproof Warehouse 
Empire Warehouses, Inc. 

Federal Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 
Garfield Park Storage Co., Inc. 
Hassett Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
Hebard Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
Hollander Stge. & Moving Co., Inc. 
Jackson Storage & Van Co., Inc. 
Joyce Bros. Co., Inc. 

Joyce Bros. Storage & Van Co., Inc. 
McCarthy Storage Warehouse, Inc. 
Pickens Kane Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Reebie Storage & Moving Co.., Inc. 
Schauler Moving & Storage Co., Inc. 
Schwartz Bros. Stge. & Van Co., Inc. 
Von Sydow’s Fireproof Warehouse 
Werner-Kennelly Co. (Inc.) 


Danville—Danville Tfr. & Storage Co. 


Decatur—Hamman Bros. Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


De Kalb—Blue Van & Storage 
aera Warehouse & Equipment 
Co., Inc. 


Eimhurst—Safety Mvg. & Storage, Inc. 
Evanston—David Stge. & Mvg. Co., Inc. 
Evanston Fireproof Warehouse, Inc. 
Iredale Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 
Galesburg—Bob’s Mvg., Stee. & 
Delivery Service 


Granite City—Biltmoor Mvg. & Stge. Co. 


Highland Park—Iredale Storage & 
Moving Co., Inc. 


Joliet—Joliet Whse. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 

Kewanee—Faull Tfr. & Stge. Co. 

LaGrange—Jackson Storage & Van 
Co., Inc. 

Lake Forest—Iredale Storage & 
Moving Co., Inc. 

Maywood-—Jackson Storage & Van 
Co., Inc. 

Oak Park—Jackson Storage & Van 
Co., Inc. 

Ottawa—Scherer Freight Lines, Inc. 

Peoria—Federal Warehouse Co., Inc. 

O'Neill Bros. Transfer & Storage Co. 


Quincy—Quincy Storage & Transfer Co. 


Rockford—Richards Storage & Van Co. 


Rock Island—Rock Island Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Voss Bros. Express & Storage 


South Beloit—Stateline Mvg. & Storage 
Springfield—Hillier Stge. & Mvg. Co. 
Streator—Scherer Freight Lines, Inc. 


Wavukegan—Waukegan Storage & 
Warehouse Co. 


Wilmette—Joyce Bros. Mov. & Stge. Co. 


Winnetka—Iredale Storage & Moving 
0., Inc. 


INDIANA 
Connersville—Trading Post, Inc. 
Evansville—Belmont Mvg. & Stge., Inc. 
Fort Wayne—Ft. Wayne Stge. Co., Inc. 
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Gory, James J. Burke Storage & Van 


indianapolis —Shank Storage & 
Moving Co., Inc. 
Shellhouse Storage & ang Core 
York Moving & Storage Co 


Kokomo-—Somers Whse. & Van Co. 


LaFayette—Ardapple Storage & Moving 
Co., Inc. 


LaPorte—Meinke & Sons, Inc. 
Logansport—Spencer Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Michigan City—Haviland-Callan, Inc. 
New Albany—Wright’s Mvg. & Stge. Co. 
New Castle—Rose City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Richmond—Monger Tfr. and Stge. Co. 


South Bend—National Sterage 
Warehouse Co., In 
Woodworth’s Storage & Transfer 
Terre Haute—Morge Moving & Storage 
o., Inc. 


Vincennes—Vincennes Tfr. & Stge. Co. 





1OWA 
Ames—Wilson Transfer & Storage Co. 
Boone—Wilson Transfer & Storage Co. 
Burlington—Atlas Whse. Co., Inc. 
Carroll—Crouse Cartage Co. 


Cedar Rapids- Caster" s Van & 
Storage Co., In 
Lynch Transfer & ‘Storage Co., Inc. 


Cherokee—Miller Tfr. & Stge. 
Clinton—Carstensen Transfer & Storage 


Council Bluffs—Ford Bros. Van & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Davenport—Merchants Transfer & e 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Des Moines—Blue Line Storage Co. Inc. 
Bruce Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
Merchants Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Ware Transfer & Storage Go. 


Dubuque—Dubuque Storage & 
Transfer Co., Inc. 


part Dede Brady Moving & Storage 


White Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 
lowa City—Iowa City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Marshalltown—Central Iowa Stge. Co. 
Ottumwa—Ottumwa Warehouse Co. 


Sioux City—Brady Mvg. & Stge. Co.,Inc. 
Pierce Van Lines 


Waterloo—Iowa Warehouse Co. 


KANSAS 
Emporia—L. R. Bailey Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Hutchinson—City Transfer & Stge. Co. 
Junction City—Bailey Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Kansas City—Inter-State Moving & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Pittsburg—Trent Transfer & Storage 
Salina—McCune-Bird Storage & 
Supply, Inc 


Topeka—L. R. Bailey Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Pierce Van Lines 


Wichita— 
Southwest Transfer & Storage Co. 
KENTUCKY 
Lexington—Union Tfr. & Storage » 4 
Lovisville—O K Stge. & Trans. Co. 


Safety Transfer & Storage Co., 
Settle Moving & Storage Co. 


Madisonville—Wm. Lindsay Tfr. & 
Storage Co. 


Owensboro-—City Transfer Co., Inc. 
Eck Miller Contract Co. 


Paducah—Paducah Terminal Whse. 


LOUISIANA 
Alexandria—Alexandria Tfr. & 
Storage Co. 
Baton Rouge—Globe Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lafayette—A-1 Mvg. & Stge. Co., a ne. 
Lake Charles—Wisdom Moving & 
Storage, Inc. 
Monroe—Faulk-Collier Bonded 
Warehouses, Inc. 


New Orleans— Gepegher Transfer & 
Storage Co., 
O K Storage & a Co., Inc. 


Shreveport—Nationwide Moving & 
Storage Corp. 
MAINE 


menapr- Tne Galt Block Warehouse 
° 


Caribou—Cady Moving & Stge. Co., Inc. 


ine. 


Lewiston—L. Blanchette & Son 
J. P. Longley 


Portiand—The Galt Block 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 


MARYLAND 
Annapolis—Capitol Mvg. & Stge. Co. 


Baltimore—Fidelity Storage Co., Inc. 
Jarboe Bros. Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Monumental-Security Stge. Co., Inc. 
Security Stge. Co. of Baltimore, Inc. 


Cumberland—The Bennett Tfr. Co. 
Easton—Mt. Pleasant Storage Co. 
Hagerstown—Martin Storage Co., Inc. 


MASSACHUSETTS 
Arlington—Arlington Stge. Whse., Inc. 


Barnstable—Eldredge & Bourne 
Moving & Storage Co. 


Boston—T. G. Buckley Co., Inc. 
J. J. Martin, Inc. 
New England Stge. Whse. Co., Inc. 
O’Hearn’s Moving Service, Inc. 
Suffolk Storage Whse. Co., Inc. 
Brockton—Kemp Transportation Co. 
Cambridge—Cambridge Dutvessity 
Storage Whse. Co., Inc 
Hartford Despatch & Whse. Inc. 
Fall River—Greens Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Falmouth—Eldredge & Bourne 
Moving & Storage Co. 
Hyannis—Eldredge & Bourne 
Moving & Storage Co. 
New Bedford—New Bedford Storage 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 
Pittsfield—John Vogel, Inc. 
Springfield—Hartford Despatch & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 
Taunton—Kemp Transportation 
West Bridgewater-Kemp 
Transportation 
Winthrop—Winthrop Storage 


Worcester—Worcester Storage Co., Inc. 


MICHIGAN 
Adrian—Reliable Movers 
Battie Creek—Emmerson Truck & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Bay City—P. Van Haaren & Sons 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Birmingham—Gaukler Mvg. & Stge. Co. 


Potter Moving & Storage Co. 
Detroit—Leonard Bees. Van & 
Storage Co., 
Redford Seooina ‘& St. 
Riverside Storage & 
Tanner Moving & Storage 
The Three Ivory Bros. Moving Co. 
Wolverine Storage Co., Inc. 
Flint—Allen Storage & Moving Co. 
Grand Rapids—Blodgett Packing & 
Storage Co. 
A. De Groot & Sons Storage Co. 
Elston-Richards Storage Co., Inc. 
Grand Rapids Storage Co., Inc. 


Holland—Citizens Tfr. & Storage Co. 


tge. Co. 


Jackson—Union Truck & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Kalamazoo—National Storage Co., Inc. 
Kingsford—Frievalt Furn. & Transfer 


Lansing—Acme Moving & Stge. Co. 
Lansing Storage Co., Inc. 


Monroe—Reliable Movers 


Muskegon-Elston-Richards 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Pontiac—Gaukler Storage Co. 

Port Huron—Henry L. Meyers 

Royal Oak—Potter Moving & Stge. Co. 
Saginaw—Milne Bros., Inc. 

St. Joseph—Kasper Tfr. & Storage Co. 


Sault Ste. Marie—Wm. D. Frost 
Moving & Storage 


Traverse City—Joseph Hahnenberg 
Moving & Storage 


MINNESOTA 


Merchants Van & Stge. Co., Inc, Ovluth—Duluth Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Security Storage Co., Inc. 


Minneapolis— Sugeren Transfer & 
Storage Co., In 

LaBelle Safety Stge. & ave, 

Minneapolis Van & Whse. Co., Inc. 


Rochester—Rochester Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
St. Pavl—Fidelity Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. 


MISSISSIPPI 


arta > Co., Inc. 


Co., Inc. 


University City—Biltmoor Moving & 
Storage Co. 


MONTANA 
Billings—White Line Tfr. & Stge. Co.,Inc, 
Butte—Jones Storage & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Glasgow—Kjelstrup’s 
Helena—Capital City Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Kalispell—Valley Tfr. & Stge. Co. 

Miles City—Nugent’s Tfr. & Storage 





NEBRASKA 
Chadron—Olsen’s Moving & Stge. Co. 


Council Bluffs— Ford Bros. Stge. & 
Van Co. 


Fremont—Johnson Transfer 
Kimball—Interstate Moving & Stge. Co. 
Lincoln—Star Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
Omaha—Ford Bros. Van & Stge.Co.,Inc. 
Gordon Storage Warehouses, Inc. 
Scottsbluff—Merchants Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Sidney—Merchants Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


NEVADA 
Carson City—Carson City Tfr. & Stge. 
Las Vegas—Las Vegas Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Reno—Bender Warehouse Co. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 
Groveton—Ernest Normandeau & Son 


Manchester—Kimball & Brown Van & 
Storage Co. 


Portsmouth-—L. V. Regan Mvg. & Stge. 


NEW JERSEY 
Asbury Park—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 
Atlantic City—Alliance Stge. Co. 
Audubon—Arthur’s Storage Co. 
Bayonne—Goodman Whse. Corp. 
Bradley Beach—Anderson Bros., Inc. 
Camden—Bell Storage Co. 
Cranford—Robbins & Allison, Inc. 
Dover—Brown’s Storage Co., Inc. 
East Orange—Orange Stge. Whses., Inc. 


Elizabeth—Benton & Holden. Inc. 
Weimar Storage Co., Inc. 


Snsteweed -Raciowees Storage & 
Moving C 
Joseph E. Quirk Fireproof Whses. 


Jersey City—Goodman Whse. Corp. 
Lakewood—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 


Midland Park—Walter W. Hoffman, Inc. 


(Sturr Storage Co.) 


Montclair—E. E. Leach, Inc. 
Montclair Fireproof Stge. Whse., Inc. 
Mullen, Inc. 


Morristown—Brown’s Stge. Co., Inc. 


Newark—Chelsea Model Whse. Co. 
Job De Camp, Inc. 
Knickerbocker Stge. Whse. Co., Inc. 


New Brunswick—New Brunswick 
Storage Warehouse Co. 


Passaic—Dave Levine, Inc. 
Paterson—Safety Storage Co., Inc. 
Point Pleasant—A. G. Rogers, Inc. 
Red Bank—Anderson Bros., Inc. 
Ridgewood—Walter W. Hoffman, Inc. 


South Orange—South Orange Stge. Corp. 


Summit—The Summit Express Co., Inc. 
Trenton—Petry Express & Stge.Co.,Inc. 


Columbus—Columbus Whse. & Stge. Co. westfela— Henry P. Townsend 


Greenville—Greenville Stge. & Tfr. Co. 
Gulfport—O K Transfer & Storage Co. 
Jackson—McGehee Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Laurel—Harper Transfer & Storage 
Vicksburg—Schlottman Transfer Co. 


MISSOURI 


Columbia—Hulett’s “23” Tfr. & 
Storage Co. 


Moving-Storage 


NEW MEXICO 
Alamogordo—Palace Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Albuquerque—Benton Van & Stge., Inc. 
Sp: er Transfer Co., Inc. 


Carisbad—Southern New Mexico Whse. 
Deming—Brem Motor Express 
Gallup—White Elephant Stge. & Tfr. 


Jefferson City—Missouri Van & Stge.Co. Hobbs—Younger Supply 


Joplin—Union Transfer & Storage, Inc. 


Kansas City—A B C Fireproof Whse. 


Co., Inc. 
Federal Van & Storage Co., Inc. 
L. Leritz & Son Stge. & Moving Co. 
Kock Bros. Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc, 


Roswell—Luther Tfr. & Storage, Inc. 
Santa Fe—Wilson Transfer & Storage 


NEW YORK 
Albany—John Vogel, Inc. 


St. Joseph—Brown Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. Amsterdam—Riley Moving & Storage 


St, Lowie-Geneesl Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 


an Storage & Moving Co. 
Prossers Moving & Sorete So. . -» Ini 
Springfield—General Whse. C 


Binghamton-—Geo. E. Treyz Inc. 


Bronxville—Gramatan Moving & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Thorn’s Transfer, Inc. 


Brooklyn—The le Warehouse & 
Storage Co. of Brooklyn, Inc. 

Dart Mo Co., Inc. 
Long Island Storage Whses., Inc. 
Reliable Van & Storage Co., Ine. 
Security Fireproof Storage, Inc. 
Wm. H. Strang Whses., 
Thomas Bros. peusenr Whses., Inc. 


Buffalo—American Household Storage 


Co., Inc. 

Cold Spring Transfer Co., Inc. 

Dye Storage Co. 

Niagara Storage Whse. Co., Inc. 
Cooperstown-—Mitchell Moving & Stge. 
Elmira—A. C. Rice Storage Corp. 

Far Rockaway, L.!.—John Winkler’s 

Sons, Inc. 
Flushing, L.!.—Cirker’s Flushing 
Storage Whse. Co., Inc. 

Dane & Murphy Stge. Whse. 

Forest Hills—Hagens Vans & Storage 
Muller Brothers Storage Co., Inc. 

Freeport—Molloy Bros. Trucking 

Glens Falls—Barney Sullivan 

Great Neck, L.!.—Great Neck Storage 

‘o., Ine. 

Hempstead, L.1.—-Hempstead Stge. Corp, 

Hornell—Saxton Trucking Co. 

Jemtigoe setae L.1.— 

Fred G. Kelley, Inc. 

Jamestown— Cyeeignene Storage & 

Transfer Co., Inc. 
Larchmont—Findlay Moving 
& Storage Co., Inc. 
Mamaroneck—Lightbody Bros. 
Storage, Inc 
Mt. Vernon—Chelsea Fireproof Storage 
Warehouses, Inc. 
New Hartford—DeVall’s Moving & 
Storage Corp. 
New Rochelle—Lightbody Bros. 
Storage, Inc. 

New York City—Atlas Storage Co., Inc. 
Auto Van & Warehouse Corp. 
Bowling Green Stge. &Van Co., Inc. 
Century Moving & Storage Co. 
Chelsea Fireproof Storage 

Whse., Inc. 

Cirker’s-Hayes Storage, Inc. 

Cirker’s Moving & ; Senge Co., Inc, 

Dunham & Reid, In 

Dwyer Storage Whses. .» Inc. 

Fidelity Storage Warehouse 

Fordham Storage Whse., Inc. 

General Moving & Storage Co., Inc. 

Gilbert Storage Co., Inc. 

Globe Storage & Moving Co., Inc. 

Kindermann Fireproof Storage 

Warehouses, Inc. 
Lee Brothers Storage, Inc. 
Liberty Freight Forwarding & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 

Liberty Moving & Storage Corp. 

Manhattan Storage Warehouse 

Morgan & Brother Fireproof 

Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Weissberger Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Niagara Falis—Kuhns Storage, Inc. 
Patchogue—J. J. Carroll, Inc. 


Peekskill—Peekskill Tfr. & Storage 
‘0., Inc. 


Pleasantville—Evans Mount Pleasant 
Van & Storage, Inc. 


Poughkeepsie—Eighmie’s Mov. & Stge. 


RichmondHill,L.1.—Chelsea-Queensboro 
Stge. Whses., Inc. 
Kew Gardens Storage Warehouse, Inc. 
O’Donnell Movers, Inc. 


Rochester—Blanchard Storage Co., Inc. 
Rye-—S. H. Graham Co., Inc. 


Staten Island—Richmond Storage 
Warehouse & Van Co., Inc. 


Syracuse—King Storage Whse., Inc. 
Syracuse Furniture Fwdg. Co., Inc. 


Utica—DeVall Moving & Storage Corp. 
Jones of Utica Whses., Inc. 


White Plains—J. H. Evans & Sons, Inc. 
Woodside, L.!.—Daley’s Storage Whse. 


Yonkers—Feuer Moving & Stge., Inc. 
McCann’s Warehouse, Inc. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


Asheville—Allen-Asheville Transfer & 
Storage Co. 


Cheqjette-Capetine Transfer & Storage 
0.5 


Durham—Jourdan Transfer, Inc. 
Fayetteville—M. M. Smith Stge. Whse. 
Gastonia—Carolina Tfr. & Stge. Co 


Greensboro—South Atlantic Bonded 
Warehouse Corp. 


Hamlet—W. D. Smith Tfr. Co. 


Hendersonville—Wile Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Jacksonville—Benton Bros. Drayage & 
Storage Co., Inc. 
Capitol Van Lines 


Raleigh—Hobby’s Tfr. & Stge.Co., Inc. 
Wilmington—Farrar Tfr. & Stge. Whse. 


Winston-Salem—Lentz Transfer & Stge. 
Co., Inc. 


NORTH DAKOTA 
Bismarck—Al’s Transfer & Storage 
Fargo—Adams Inc. 

Northwest Van & Storage Inc. 
Union Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. 


Grand Forks—Kedney Whse. Co., Inc. 
Jamestown—Devaney’s Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Minot—Timm’s Transfer & Storage 
Minot Van & Stge. 


Williston—Williston Transfer & Storage 





OHIO 


Akron—Jones Van & wy Inc. 
Knickerbocker Whse. & Stge.Co.,Inc. 


Ashtabula—R. E. Blair 


Cambridge—A. J. McKim Transfer & 
Storage Co. 


Canton—The Cummins Storage & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 


Cipinnstes M. Newton Mov. & Stge. 
Pagels Storage Co., Inc. 
The Security Storage Co., Inc. 


Cleveland—Corrigan Brothers, Inc. 
Heil’s Windermere Stor: poe .» Inc. 
The Lincoln Storage Co., 


Columbus—The Bpwerds anaes & 
Storage Co. 
The Firep root Whse. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Cuyahoga Falis—The Marria Transfer 
Co., Inc. 


Dayton Bee-Line Moving & Storage 
Lewis & Michael, Inc. 
The Lincoln Stonage Co., Inc. 


Delaware—Tilton Transfer & Stge., Inc. 
Mansfield—Pringle Tfr. & Stge., Inc. 
Marion—Wright Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Newark—Mathis Security Transfer & 
Storage Co. 


Ravenna—Burbank Van & Stge., Inc. 
Springfield—W. P. Byerman, Inc. 


Steubenville—The Z. L. Travis Transfer 
& Storage Co. 


Toledo—Lee Storage Co., Inc. 
Safety Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. 


Warren—Burbank Van & Storage, Inc. 


Zanesville—Walter C. Thompson 
ansfer Co. 


OKLAHOMA 
Altus—Advance Moving & Storage Co. 
Ardmore—Advance Moving & Stge. Co. 
Duncan—Advance Moving & Stge. Co. 
Enid—Emrick’s Van & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Lawton—O K Transfer & Storage Co. 
McAlester—O K Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Muskogee— Muskogee Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Otome City—General Whse. Corp. 
Mercury Van & Storage Co. 
O K Transfer & Storage Co., Inc. 


Ponca City—Ponca City Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Pryor—Fred Qualls Storage Co. 


Tulsa—Hodges Whse. Corp 
Page Storage & Van Lines 


OREGON 
Astoria—City Transfer & Storage 
Bend—Cascade Transport 
Corvallis—Valley Storage 
Eugene—Bertsch Transfer & Stge. Co. 


Portland—Holman Transfer Co. 
C. M. Olsen Transfer & Stge. Co.,Inc. 
O’Neill Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Oregon Transfer Co. 


Stayton—Wright Truck Line 


PENNSYLVANIA 
Allentown—Arthur W. Glose 
Bethiehem—Arthur W. Glose 
Braddock—Valley Transfer Company 
Srva, Mawr—Ryan & Christie Transit 

‘orp. 


Donora—Al Zeffiro Tfr. & Storage, Inc. 
East McKeesport—Ryan Tfr. & Stge. 
Erie—Irwin Transportation Co. 
Harrisburg—M. F. Rockey Storage Co. 


Lancaster—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Storage 
of Lancaster 


Lansdowne—R. J. Robinson Stge. Whse. 


Lebanon—Lebanon Storage Co. 
Lewisburg—W. E. Minium Mov. & Stge. 
New Castie—Keystone-Lawrence Tfr. 
Storage, Inc 
New Cumberland—M. F. Rockey 
Storage Co. Corp. 
Oil City—Hanna Transfer Co. 


Philadeiphia—Advance Storage Co. 
(Advance Transportation Co.) 


Federal Storage Warehouses 
Fidelity-20th Century Transp. 

& Whses. 
Germantown Fireproof Stge. Co., Inc. 
Security Transportation 
Victory Storage Co. 


aa —Blanck’s Transportation 
Donaldson Transter & Stge.Co., Inc. 


Murdoch Storage & Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Ed Werner Transfer & Storage Co. 


Pottsville—Bankes Moving & Storage 


Alexandria—Victory Van Corp. 
Arlington—Vet Vans of Va., Inc. 
Bristol—J & L Moving & Storage Co. 


Charlottesville—Security Storage & 
Haugh & Keenan Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. Wan Limos. Sac. 


Hampton—Monroe Tfr. & Storage Co. 
Lynchburg—Knight Mvg. & Stge. Corp. Custom. Ontario 


TRAFFIC Worip 


Brandon, Manitoba 


Burlington—Chase Movers & Stge. Whse. _ Unicume Storage Company, Ltd. 


Courtenay, British Columbia 
Tyee Freight (Courtenay), Ltd. 
Calgary, Gtmorte “Gocurtty Storage 
(Calgary) Ltd 
Chicoutimi, Ontario— Pierre Joron 
Service Enr. 
Edmonton, Alberta 
Securi 


ty Storage ( 4) Ltd. Corp. 
Western Cartage & Storage, Ltd. 


uelph Cartage Company 


Reading—O’Brien’s Delivery Serv., Inc. Newport News—Henderson Van & 
Scranton—Cawley Bros. Van Lines tge. [e.. ine. 


Monroe er & Storage Co. 
Wayne—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Storage + 
“nied herveiieaiel Mees, Norfolk—Security Storage & Van Co. 


Halifax, Nova Scotia 
Halifax Transfer Company, Ltd. 
Maritime Warehouse & Tfr. Co., Ltd. 


TEXAS 
Abilene—J. D. Moore Transfer & Stge. 
Amnastie—Auustvens Transfer & 


sorege e Co., 
M&L naaibe "%& ‘Storage Co., Inc. 


Austin—Austin Fireproof Whse. Co. 
Roberdeau Van & Storage Co. 


Beaumont—Texas Storage Co., Inc. 
Beeville—Hermes Transfer Co. 


Big Gortne— Bie Spring Bonded Whse. 
& Storage, Inc. 


Bryan—Whitener Transfer & Storage 


of ea Ontario 
Williamsport—Williamsport Storage Co. Sichmend W, Vued Bishasdsen t-Ri 
The Mover 
Staunton—Three Way Trucking Co. 
Providence—Cady Mvg. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
London, Ontario—Dixon Van Lines 
Ellensburg—Lenz Tfr. & Stge. 
Charleston—McAlister Tfr. Co., Inc. 
Greenville—Textile Warehouse Co., Inc. Moses Lake—Pete’s Transfer & Storage Montreal, ae 
Morgan Stge. & Van Lines, Ltd. 
ee. Olympia—G & H Trucking Co., Inc. chy» 
& Distributors 
Seattle Transfer Company 
Huron—Huron Transfer Washingto 
Western Van & Storage Company Tippet-Richardson, L 
Stge., 
Rants Shyer Western Warehouse Tacoma 
Watertown—Dakota Whse. Co., Inc. Yakima—Yakima Transfer & Storage Quebec City, Quebec—Kenwood’s 
TENNESSEE 
Charleston—Capital Tim & Stge. Co. 8 Moving & Storage, Ltd. 
Storage Co., Inc. George A. Whittaker, Ltd. 
WISCONSIN 
Memphis—DeSoto Storage & Van Co. Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Chi wa Falls—Pevan Tfr & Stge. 
Central Van & Storage Co., Inc. oo ts Bud’s Transfer 
Janesville—Whalen Tfr. & Stge.Co., Inc, S¥dbUrY: Ontario—Bud’s Transfer 
Whalen Transfer & Storage Co.,Inc. _pixon Van Lines, Ltd. 
Globe Moving & Storage Co. 
Whalen Moving & Stge. Co. Vancouver, British Columbia 
Racine—Racine Stge. & Tfr. Co., Inc. Heaney Cartage & Storage, Ltd. 
Corpus Sorte ~-Spedher Transfer & 


Security Storage Corp. chardson (Hamilton) Ltd. 
York—Jimmy Wilson, Jr. Storage 
Kitchener, Ontario—Schreiter Van & 
Greens Storage Whses., Inc panning 
sgioine Of Ha at, Aarts 
Enumclaw—Enumclaw Tfr. & Stge. Co. Mas New Brunswick 
Columbia—Boineau’s, Inc. Wallace W 
Greenwood—Dickert Moving & Stge. Co. me, Vernon—Mt. Vernon Transfer Co. Kenwood’s Westmount Transfer & 
Moose Jaw, Sask.— 
Seattie—Buliard Transfer Company sSeen~Sieeee Saw Cige.146 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
North Bay, Ontario—Bud’s Transfer 
Lead—Green’s Transfer & Storage 
Spokane—Jobbers Whse. Co. Pembroke, ¢ Onterie— a Tir. & 
. —Pacific Stge., Inc. Port Arthur, Ontario 
Westmount Tfr. & Stge. Ltd. 
Bristol—J & L Moving & Storage Co. 
& sg Huntington—Browning Tfr. & Stge. Co. St. John, New Brunswick 
Crabtree ‘Transfer & Stge. Co., Inc. Sarnia, Ontario 
Appleton—Graebel Moving & Storage 
O K Storage & Transfer Co., Inc. McKee Moving & Storage Co., Ltd. 
Sanders Transfer & Storage Co., Inc Eau Claire—Mueller Warehouse Co. 
LaCrosse—Evans Cartage Co. same gg Ontario—Scott Haulage, Inc. 
Milwaukee—Behrens Moving Co. M. Rawlinson, Ltd. 
Gensschaw tT iture Packing Co..Inc. Trenton, Ontario—Fox Cartage & 
Neenah—Checker Moving & Storage Crone Storage Company, Ltd. 
Richland Center— Wyferton, Ontario 
Hig 


Roanoke—Pitzer Tfr. Stge. & Fuel Corp. Kingston, Onterio- MacGregor, 
RHODE ISLAND 
Storage Ltd 
Bellingham—Swan’s Mov. & Stge. Co. 
SOUTH CAROLINA ansport, Ltd. 
Kennewick—Pete’s Tfr. & Stge. Ctge., Ltd. 
ving Storage, Ltd. 
Spartanburg—Brock Transfer & ovens ey & Cieenge Se. t 
North Battleford, Sask.—Winders Stge. 
Aberdeen—Jobbers Warehouse Co. Crone Moving & Storage Co., Inc. 
n Transfer & Storage Inc. Ottawa, Ontario— Dixon | Van Lines, Ltd. 
Mitchell—George A. Tobin Co., Inc. Riverside Warehouses, Inc. 
Sioux Falls—Wilson Stge. & Tfr.Co.,Inc. V8ncouver—Bower Van & Storage Armstrong-Batters McKenzie, Ltd. 
WEST VIRGINIA Regina, Saskatchewan 
Chattanooga—Chattanooga Tfr. & Maritime Whse. & Transfer Co., Ltd 
Wheeling—J. E. Miller Tfr. & Stge. Co. 
Knoxville—Edelen Tfr. & Stge. Co., Inc. Dixon Van Lines, Ltd. 
Beloit—Stateline Moving & Storage 
Nashville—Bond-Chadwell Co., Inc. Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario 
* Green Bay—A.J.Schneider & Sons,Inc, Stratford, Ontario-Star Movers 
Madison—Madison Fireproof Warehouse © °'9"'o Ontario—Clements The Mover 
Coakley Brothers Co., Inc. Tippet-Richardson, Ltd. 
United Fireproof Warehouse Co., Inc. Storage Ltd. 
Joyce Brothers Storage & Van Victoria, B. C. 
Storage Co., Inc. gins Transportation Co. Waterloo Whse. & Storage, Ltd. 


Dallas—Binyon-O’Keefe Storage Co., Inc. snhawano—Shawano Terminal Whse. Windsor, Ontario 
Windsor Truck & Storage Co., Ltd. 
Dalles Tir. & Terminal Whee. Co. INC. sheboygan—Hensel Tir. & Whse. Co. 7 


Interstate-Trinity Whse. Co., Inc. Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Del Rio-Luther Transfer & Whse.Co. ‘Wavsau—Graebel Moving & Stge. Inc. Leslie’s Storage, Ltd 
Wisconsin Rapids—Kreutzer Bros. 


Security Storage Company, Ltd. 
El “4 — see Mvg. & Whse. Weedstock, Ontario 
Luther Transfer & Storage, Inc. WYOMING Bigham, The Mover 
Fort Worth—Binyon-O’Keefe Storage Conqgr-Peteens Transfer & Storage 
‘o., Inc. 


HAWAII 
‘o., Inc. H 1 — 
Galveston—The Wiley & Nicholls Co., Cheyenne—Interstate Mov. & Stge. Co, “nelvlu-HC&D Moving & Storage 
Inc. Laramie—Cowboy Moving & Stge. Co. 


MEXICO 
Torrington—Allen Transfer and Mexico City—Eduardo Gou 
Storage 


PANAMA 
Panama City—Transportes Baxter, S.A. 


PUERTO RICO 


Harlingen-—Fidelity Bonded Whse. Co. 


Houston—A. B. C. Mov. & Stge. Co., Inc. 
Herrin Transfer & Whse. Co., Inc. 
Westheimer Transfer & Stge. Co., Inc. 


Killeen (Fort Hood)—Texas Fireproof 
Storage Co., Inc. 


Laredo—J. C. Netzer Co. 

Longview—Roy Wilson Tfr. & Whse. 

Lubbock—Luther Tfr. & Storage, Inc. 

cana sien-Seaey Bonded Whse. Co., 
c. 


CANADA 


Barrie, Ontario—Cooke Cartage & 
Storage Ltd. 


Midiand—Luther Transfer & Stge., Inc. 
Odessa—Luther Tfr. & Whse. Co., Inc. 
Port Arthur—English Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


San Angelo—Luther Transfer & 
Warehouse Co., Inc. 


San Antonio—Scobey Fireproof Storage 
Co., Inc 


Sherman—Dallas Transfer and 
Terminal Whse. Co. 


Taylor—Stone Transfer & Storage 
Texarkana—Hunter Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Tyler—Tarry Transfer Co., Inc. 
Francis Tfr. & Stge. Co. 


Victoria—Dean Truman Van & Storage 

Waco—Texas Fireproof Stge. Co., Inc. 

Weatherford—WeatherfordTransfer Co. 

Weiinee-Siaetity Bonded Whse. Co., 
ne. 





ALLIED VAN LINES 


Wichita Falls—Tarry Whse. & Stge. Co. 


UTAH 
Ogden—Bailey’s Moving & Stge. Co. 
Provo—Bailey’s Moying & Stge. Corp. 


Salt Lake City—Bruce Transfer & 
Storage Co., Inc. 


GENERAL OFFICES, BROADVIEW, ILL. 
WORLD’S LARGEST LONG-DISTANCE MOVERS 





San Juan—Caribbean Van Lines 10-7-57, 
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November 16, 1957 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS— 


(Continued from page 12) 


carrier has an agreement with the 
shipper that, even though the permit 
charge is only $2, the carrier charges 
the shipper an additional $3 for obtain- 
ing the permit. We then, in turn, are 
invoiced by the shipper in the amount 
of the total of $5, plus a 3 per cent 
tax. Our question arises as to whether 
or not the carrier can make this as- 
sessment for obtaining the permit. It 
is also our understanding that the $3.00 
charge for obtaining this permit is so 
stated in the carrier’s tariffs. However, 
we have not seen the tariff. 

For your further information, the 
carriers assess a 25 per cent additional 
rate for moving shipments of this type, 
since they are only to move them in 
daylight hours. 

We would appreciate your comments. 


Answer 


We can locate no cases involving the 
legality of a carrier’s collecting a service 
charge for obtaining a highway permit. 

However, we can see nothing illegal 
about a carrier’s being reimbursed for 


any expenses he incurs in performing 
a service, as long as the charges appiy 
to all shippers alike, under similar cir- 
cumstances and conditions. 


The shipper could obtain ‘the permit 
himself, but, should he elect to leave 
this up to the carrier, he should not com- 
plain if he is asked to reimburse the 
carrier for all expenses incurred as a 
result of the shipper’s choosing not to 
obtain the permit himself. 


JUST OFF THE 
PRESS 


Traffic World’s Questions And An- 
swers Book, Volume 9, $3.00 per 
copy. Please send check with your 
order to: Book Dept., Traffic Serv- 
ice Corp., 815 Washington Bldg., 
Washington 5, D. C. 


From Our Readers 


Nails and Damage to Freight 


New Orleans, La. 


(The “attached” to which the writer of the fol- 
lowing letter refers is a copy of another letter, 
addressed by him to a railroad’s general freight 
agent at New Orleans, calling attention to freight 
losses observed when shipments in sacks were 
being unloaded—"“in one case | noted 35 sacks 
of malt ripped open, another car of barley badly 
ripped open’’—from box cars in which the lining 
had been secured “by double-headed nails, or 
nails with a head and a rim which prevented the 
nail from being driven all the way in. In the 
sketch below is shown a nail of the type described. 
—Editor.) 


Regarding the attached, I feel that 
the discontinuance of the use of this 
type of nail to secure door insulation 
and lining would do more to prevent 
damage to sacked goods than 90 per 
cent of the suggestions I have read re- 
cently. 

This nail, when a sack falls against 
it or is skidded against it in shifting of 
cars in a train or unloading in a terminal, 
exacts a terrible toll in grain, flour, 
potatoes in paper bags, etc. I noted the 
case of the corn and the malt mentioned, 
and all of the malt that hit the floor was 
lost as it could not be swept up and put 
back in the sacks. Some of the corn 
was retrieved, but a lot of it was lost. 

Multiply this damage by the thousands 
of cars that use this type of_nail and it 
will run into high figures. 

Am sending a sample of the nail. 

The basic claim rules or regulations state 
that all nails should be removed or 
driven into the floors of wood framework 
of the éars before loading. This type of 
nail does just the opposite. Found these 
nails in hundreds of cars recently and 
feel that possibly a great quantity of 
them has been sold at a cheap price— 
JoHN M. Friynn, Transportation Officer, 
New Orleans M.S. Market Center. 


Mergers and Monopolies 


Morris Heights, N.Y. 

We were very pleased to receive the 
letter of September 4 from the Trans- 
portation Association of America and to 
read their reply to a statement made by 
the writer in the Letters to the Editor 
section. Mr. Hammond advises that the 
T.A.A. does not favor one gigantic trans- 
portation system encompassing all means 
of transportation under one head. How- 
ever, he does favor changes in the act 
to facilitate voluntary consolidation of 
carriers of the same type. Mr. R. C. 
Williams, president of the American 
Trucking Associations, was quoted in a 
recent issue of TrarFic Worip to the 
effect that railroads seek to subjugate 
other forms of transportation by at- 
tempting to be in a position to trans- 
port merchandise over rail or truck lines, 
water carriers and planes. 

Commissioner Mitchell, according to 
your issue of August 17, denounced the 
report given to the Senate small busi- 
ness committee to the effect that the 
I.C.C. had been promoting mergers in 
the trucking industry. However, those 
who favor organization of all transport 
facilities into one system have found an 
ally in Commissioner Arpaia. Your Sep- 
tember 7 issue summarized a speech he 
made. In it you quoted him as sayihg: 

“Shippers should have readily available 
to them aé single complete _ service 
through one source. . . . If the only way 
to attain this extremely desirable and 
beneficent result, the various forms of 
transport must be placed in a position 
of monopoly, then it should be done.” 

I hope this was an incorrect interpre- 
tation of what the commissioner said, 
otherwise it will certainly give fuel to 
those who wrote the report so bitterly 
denounced by various members of the 
Commission.—LovuIs BELLO, Traffic Di- 
vision, Technical Tape Corp. 


“Finnegan! Why 
are our Sales 
in Louisville 
nose-diving 2" 


‘Shipping costs too high, 
Sir. But we are cutting 
them with UBL's 
distribution service, 


Shipping costs robbing you of 
markets? Union Barge Line’s 
lower shipping costs and dis- 
tribution programs can help 
turn your lost markets into ac- 
tive ones. 


Want more facts on 
this inland waterway 
transportation service? 
Write for Bulletin 
1801 S, or call EXpress 
1-2600, Pittsburgh, for 
immediate information. 





UBL 


UNION BARGE LINE 


PITTSBURGH 22, PA. 
The modern distribution service 
supplying 234 markets in 18 states 





GORDONS opens new Memphis Terminal, 
General Offices and Repair Shops 


These photos are really just a pre-view, for it will take 
an airview to give you a true picture of our new 9%- 
acre headquarters in Memphis. For example, the repair 
shops are back on this side of the street and couldn’t 
even get in the picture—although the photo at right, 
which shows part of the tractor repair and maintenance 
department, will give you some idea of the size and 
scope. 

The dock back of the general offices almost got left 
out, too. From this picture you’d never guess that it’s 
265 feet long by 80 feet wide. It accommodates 45 pieces 
of equipment at one time and has an overhead crane at 
the rear for unloading heavy shipments from open top 
trailers. All told, the buildings include 126,000 square 
feet of floor space and both buildings and equipment are 
modern in every respect, with numerous innovations 
to expedite service. 

We cordially invite you to visit us in our new quar- 
ters. Thanks to the loyalty and goodwill of our cus- 
tomers, our present operation is a far cry from the 
modest beginning with which we started out in business 
27 years ago. Last year, for example, our trucks trav- 
eled 21,020,547 miles and handled 610,878 shipments for 
some 30,000 customers between the Great Lakes and the 
Gulf. These greatly improved Memphis facilities put 
us in even better position to handle your TL and LTL 
shipments throughout the Mississippi Valley, and we 
cordially invite you to call the terminals listed here. 








Gorwlond. knows the Valley 


and the Valley knows us 
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LATE NEWS PAGES 


TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION NEWS TOO LATE TO CLASSIFY IN THIS ISSUE 


Tariff Agent Asks Authority 
To Equalize Intrastate and 


Interstate L.C.L. Charges 


Agent W. J. Prueter, by special per- 
mission application No. 448, has 
asked the Commission for authority 
to publish a new rule making the 
minimum charge on less carload 
shipments via authorized interstate 
routes between stations in any state 
where there is an intrastate route, 
the same as the minimum charge via 
intrastate routes in eight midwest- 
ern states. 


In his application, Agent Prueter 
seeks authority to depart from the rules 
of tariff circular No. 20 so as to amend 
certain of his tariffs on statutory notice 
by publishing the rule. It would be 
designated as an exception to Rule 13 
of the current western classification or 
uniform freight classification, as the 
case might be, he said. 


Agent Prueter said that alternate 
agent W. P. Hackler’s I.C.C. A-4, pro- 
vided a minimum charge of 300 cents, 
not subject to any ex parte increase, 
on less-carload shipments, including 
such shipments between stations in 
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, Utah, and 
Wisconsin via interstate routes. He 
added that “varied and substantially 
lower” minimum charges were appli- 
cable when shipments were via intra- 
ed routes between the considered 
tes. 


“Both intrastate and interstate routes 
are provided between numerous impor- 
tant points in the various states, which 
mean carriers operating via the inter- 
state routes are at a distinct disadvan- 
tage which precludes them from par- 
ticipating in any of the less-carload 
traffic between such points in those cases 
where the charges in Rule 13 of the 
classification are observed as the mini- 
mum,” Agent Prueter said. 

He added that the proposed rule would 
place intrastate and interstate routes on 
an equitable basis “permitting all car- 
riers to compete for traffic without any 
undue disadvantage.” 


“For example,” he continued, “the Mil- 
waukee Road and the Northern Pacific 


operate between Minneapolis and Duluth, - 


Minn., solely within the state, while the 
Chicago & North Western operates 
through Wisconsin between the same 
stations. 


“Additionally, the Chicago, Burlington 
& Quincy and the Missouri Pacific move 
wholly within Missouri on traffic between 
Kansas City and St. Louis, whereas the 
Gulf, Mobile & Ohio operates through 
Illinois from and to those stations. Many 
other examples of a similar nature could 
also be cited.” 


Agent Prueter added that the Commis- 
sion had often recognized the “com- 
pelling necessity” of equalizing intrastate 
and interstate charges. He said the re- 
lief desired was similar to that extended 
to Agent F. C. Kratzmeir under permis- 
sion No. 74169, dated September 20, in 
connection with various Southwestern 
Freight Bureau tariffs. 


The tariffs for which amendment is 
sought are Agent W. J. Prueter’s I.C.C. 
Nos. A-4204, A-3942, A-4172, A-4206, and 
A-4135. 


Four Railroads to Operate 
On Abandoned M-K-T Lines 


The Commission, division 3, has issued 
four service orders authorizing four rail- 
roads to perform service over portions 
of lines formerly operated by the Mis- 
souri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Co. At the 
Commission, it was explained that the 
Katy had been authorized to abandon 
the lines involved, and that the other 
railroads had requested authority to 
operate trackage in a number of towns 
which the Katy served. 


Each order was made effective from 
November 12 to June 30, 1958, and car- 
ried the following statement: 


“The Commission is of the opinion 
that there is need for service over this 
line of the railroad formerly operated by 
the Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Co., 
and that operation of this line will best 
promote the service in the interest of 
the public and the commerce of the peo- 
ple; and that notice and public procedure 
are impracticable ‘and contrary to the 
public interest and that good cause ex- 
ists for making this order effective on 
less than 30 days’ notice.” 


By service order No. 920, the Missouri 
Pacific Railroad Co. was authorized to 
perform service over trackage situated 
in Council Grove, Kan., extending from 
the present “Mo-Pac”-Katy crossing in 
the east end of Council Grove to a point 
2,910 feet west thereof and also over 
4,707 feet of industrial trackage making 
a total aggregate length of 17,617 feet. 

By service Order No. 921, the Chicago 
Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Co. was 
authorized to perform service over the 
tracks of the Katy situated in and about 
White City, Kan., consisting of 4,600 
feet of industrial tracks. 


By service order No. 922, the Union 
Pacific Railroad Co. was authorized to 
perform service over the tracks of the 
Katy situated in and about Junction 
City, Kan., consisting of 3,639 feet of 
industrial tracks. 


By service order No. 923, the Atchison, 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. was 
authorized to perform service over the 
tracks of the Katy situated in and about 
Emporia and Burlington, Kan., con- 
sisting of 6,829 feet of trackage at Em- 
poria, and 3,037 feet of trackage at 
Burlington. 


20 Motor Carriers Notified 
They Are Conforming With 


Contract Carrier Definition 


Twenty motor contract carriers 
were notified by the Commission on 
November 14 that their operations 


under outstanding permits issued 
to them as of August 22 were in 
conformance with the new definition 
of a contract carrier as set forth in 
section 203(a)(15) of the interstate 
commerce act as amended August 
22 through enactment by Congress of 
Public Law 85-163. 

The Commission issued identical no- 
tices to the 20 carriers notifying them 
of its determination. Earlier, the Com- 
mission made public six notices similarly 
notifying six other carriers of their con- 
formance with the new law (T.W. Nov. 
2, p. 61). 

The new law required the Commission 
to examine all outstanding contract car- 
rier permits to determine their con- 
formity with the changed definition of 
contract carriage. ‘Those contract car- 
riers not within the scope of the new 
definition would be converted to common 
carriers. 

On September 18, the Commission 
ordered all motor carriers of passengers 
and property holding permits issued on 
or before August 22, to file verified state- 
ments not later than October 23 in re- 
sponse to a questionnaire sent out by 
the Commission with copies of the order. 
The due date was later postponed to 
November 6. 


Under the new law, contract carriers 
could apply for conversion of their 
rights, or any interested party could 
bring a complaint against a contract 
carrier challenging the contract carrier’s 
status, or the Commission could institute 
an investigation, on its own motion, 
to determine the status of a contract 
carrier. 


The notice issued to each of the 20 
contract carriers contained the follow- 
ing paragraph: 

“All permits issued to the above-named 
carrier, as of August 22, 1957, have been 
examined by the Commission, and it has 
been determined that, as of this time, 
the carrier’s operations are in conform- 
ance with the definition of a contract 
carrier as set forth in section 203(a) (15) 
of the interstate commerce act, amended 
August 22, 1957. The institution of a pro- 
ceeding under section 212(c) of the ‘act, 
on the Commission’s own motion, is not 
contemplated unless further develop- 
ments warrant such action.” 


Carriers Notified 
The notices were sent to the follow- 
ing carriers: 
MC-48987 and MC-48987, Sub. ~ 1, 
Charles A. Ganley, doing business as 
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Charles A. Ganley Trans., Lowell, Mass.; 
MC-49403, Frank J. Callahan, deceased, 
Walter G. L. Callahan, Administrator, 
West Medford, Mass.; MC-60390, Lester 
M. Briggs, Dighton, Mass.; MC-86615, 
and MC-86615, Sub. 1, Salvatore Mig- 
nano and Jerry Rizzo, doing business as 
Central Express Co.; MC-106036, Wil- 
liam B. Reynolds and Jeannette Rey- 
nolds. Trustees of Wm. Reynolds, de- 
creased, doing business as Wm. Reynolds 
Trucking Co., Akron, O. 

MC-107095, Sub. 2, Joseph Fornino, do- 
ing business as Paramount Fruit Co., 
East Hartford, Conn.; MC-109769, Sub. 
Nos. 4, 5, 7, and 9, New Jersey Trucking 
Corp., Jersey City, N.J.; MC-110513, Un- 
ion Transportation Co., Ceredo, W.Va.; 
MC-111002, T. M. Miles Oil Co., Milton, 
Pa.; MC-111560 and Sub. 1, Albert De- 
braccio , doing business as Debraccio 
Trucking Co., Tallmadge, O.; MC-112774. 
Sub. 1, Gurran Chemical Co., Inc., Stony 
Point, N.Y.; MC-113259. Sub. 1, Odell 
Cannon, Auburndale. Fla.; MC-113721, 
Sub. 1, Appliance Trucking Corp., New- 
ark, N.J. 

MC-114036, Martin Bros. Trucking, 
Inc., Indianapolis, Ind.; MC-114819, Har- 
rison Dispatch Co., Inc., Lynn, Mass.; 
MC-115380, John W. Bolton, Westfield, 
Mass.; MC-115499, and Sub. 1, Lower 
Lakes Carrier, Inc., Painesville, O.; MC- 
115738, Scherer Freight Lines, Inc., 
Ottawa, Ill., and MC-116075, Samuel E. 
Nutile and Leo Ravinowitz, doing busi- 
ness as Nu-Ray Trucking Co., Hathorne, 
N.J. 


1.C.C. Votes Not to Suspend 
Canadian National’s New 


Rate on Labrador Iron Ore 


The Commission, division 2, has 
voted not to suspend a rate of $4.31 
per gross ton on Labrador iron ore 
from Contrecoeur and St. Antoine, 
* Quebec, Canada, to points in the 
Youngstown-Pittsburgh area, filed 
by the Canadian National Railways 
and concurred in by the New York 
Central Railroad, effective November 
13 on one day’s notice. 


The Pennsylvania Railroad Co., in a 
petition for suspension of the protested 
schedules, said the rate represented a 
reduction of 28 cents under the $4.59 
rate in effect immediately prior to No- 
vember 13, which included the full Ex 
Parte No. 206 increase. 


The Pennsylvania explained the action 
of the Canadian National and the New 
York Central as “apparently” stemming 
from the Commission’s report and order 
in I. and S. No. 6742, Iron Ore, Ex-Lab- 
rador, Canada to Youngstown, O., Area, 
decided October 25, in which, it said, 
the Commission “found the rate of $4.05 
from Contrecoeur originally under sus- 
pension not just and reasonable, without 
prejudice to the filing of a tariff publish- 
ing a rate of $4.31” (T.W., Nov. 2, p. 53). 

The Canadian National had published 
a rate of $4.31 to become effective Sep- 
tember 27, the Pennsylvania said, which 
had been suspended until April 26, 1958, 
by the Commission’s second corrected 
supplemental order in I. and S. No. 6742. 
That order, the Pennsylvania added, also 
suspended until the same date a $4.31 
rate to Aliquippa and Pittsburgh, Pa. 

“The suspension period for the rate of 


LATE NEWS 


$4.05 from Contrecoeur and a rate of 
$3.19 from Philadelphia, published com- 
petitively, expired November 4, 1957,” the 
Pennsylvania said. “Both rates were 
ordered canceled on or before December 
6, 1957, upon not less than one day’s 
notice. 

“Protestant canceled the $3.19 rate 
effective November 4, 1957. The $4.05 
rate did not become effective November 
5, 1957, by reason of the cancellation by 
supplement No. 64 to Canadian National 
IL.C.C. No. E-366 of supplement No. 62 to 
the same tariff which would have made 
such rate effective at the end of the 
Suspension period. 

“Consequently, the present rate appli- 
cable from Contrecoeur to the Youngs- 
town area is $4.59, whch includes the full 
Ex Parte 206 increase. It is this rate 
which the Canadian National is seeking 
to reduce by 28 cents per gross ton on 
short notice.” 


Other Iron Ore Rates 


The Pennsylvania said that all other 
iron ore rates had been increased by 
the full amount authorized by Ex Parte 
206, and that the $4.31 rate would include 
oniy the Ex Parte 206 interim increase. 
It added that the proposed rate “of its 
very nature would not reflect the cost 
increases which Ex Parte 206 was de- 
signed to cover.” 

“The protested rate, by excluding the 
full Ex Parte 206 increase, will unques- 
tionably lead to demands on the carriers 
to give like treatment to other rates on 
iron ore,” the Pennsylvania stated. 

It said it would file a petition for 
reconsideration of the Commission’s 
decision in I. and S. No. 6742, adding 
that it believed it could “demonstrate the 
error” in the Commission’s finding that 
the $4.31 rate was just and reasonable 
in that proceeding. 

“The navigation season is about over, 
and a stay of the $4.31 rate will maintain 
the status quo pending final determina- 
tion of our petition for reconsideration,” 
the Pennsylvania said in asking the 
Commission to suspend the protested 
schedules. 

In a telegraphic reply to protests 
against the $4.31 rate, the Youngstown 
Sheet and Tube -Co. said it would be 
“a gross miscarriage of justice” if it were 
confronted with the $4.59 rate because 
the $4.31 rate had been suspended. It 
said that freight cars were scheduled to 
be loaded at Contrecoeur on November 
13 for movement to Youngstown, and that 
were the $4.31 rate suspended, it would 
cause a “most serious disruption” to its 
iron ore shipping schedule already set up. 

Youngstown said it had acquiesced in 
the increase to $4.31 from $4.05 to comply 
with the Commission’s decision in I. and 
S. No. 6742, and noted that the suspension 
period for the $4.31 rate had expired. 

The protested rate was published in 
Canadian National Railways tariff I.C.C. 
No. E-366, item 2383, revised page 73B. 


A.T.A. Hails N.L.R.B. Ruling 
On ‘Hot Cargo’ Contracts 


John V. Lawrence, managing director 
of the American Trucking Associations, 
Inc., Washington, D.C., issued a state- 
ment on November 14 expressing gratifi- 
cation of a decision of the National Labor 
Relations Board made public the previous 
day in which the board held that ‘hot 
cargo’ contracts between unions and 
common carriers were unlawful because 
of the secondary boycott prohibition of 
the Taft-Hartley act. 


TRAFFIC Wor.p 


The N.L.R.B. decision was issued in 
a case (No. 10-CC-141) involving Local 
728 of the Teamsters’ Union and the 
Genuine Parts Co., of Atlanta, Ga. 


In his statement, Mr. Lawrence said: 


“The board’s decision validates a 
position long taken by truck operators 
through the American Trucking Associa- 
tions, Inc. The A.T.A. has been working 
on this subject since 1947. It has been 
injurious to the motor carriers as well 
as to shippers and receivers of freight 
to be thrust into costly involvements in 
labor controversies in which they had 
no direct interest and no discretion.” 


(See earlier story on page 23) 


Additions Made by I.C.C. 
To Its Rules of Practice 
Affect Contract Carriers 


The Commission has issued an 
order amending its General Rules 
of Practice by adding thereto a 
section embodying special rules gov- 
erning notice of filing of applica- 
tions for certificates by motor con- 
tract carriers under the new sub- 
section (c) of section 212 of the 
interstate commerce act and govern- 
ing, also, certain procedural matters 
with respect thereto. 


In its order the Commission indicated 
that it had dispensed with issuance of a 
notice of proposed rule making because 
time was “of the essence” and because 
“the change in the rules is minor, and 
not such as to require the rule-making 
procedure under section 4(a) of the ad- 
ministrative procedure act.” That pro- 
cedure, it said, was “hereby found to be 
impracticable and unnecessary.” 

Public Law 85-163, signed on August 
22 by the President, redefined “contract 
carrier by motor vehicle” and added sub- 
section (c) to section 212. That subsec- 
tion includes provisions directing the 
Commission to determine conformity. of 
operations of motor contract carriers 
with the new definition of contract car- 
riage (T.W., Sept. 7, p. 23; Sept. 21, 
p. 21 and Nov. 2, p. 19). 


New Section Added 


The order, dated October 30, was made 
public on November 13 and was made 
effective as of October 30. The material 
added to the Commission’s General 
Rules of Practice by the order follows: 

“Sec. 1.242. Special rules governing 
notice of institution of proceedings under 
section 212(c) of the interstate commerce 
act, and certain other procedural matters 
with respect thereto—(a) Scope of spe- 
cial rules. These special rules govern 
the institution of proceedings upon the 
Commission’s own initiative. or upon 
application of the holder of motor con- 
tract-carrier authority issued on or 
before August 22, 1957, for the revoca- 
tion of such outstanding motor con- 
tract-carrier authority and issuance in 
lieu thereof of a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity, under section 
212(c) of the interstate commerce act. 
Except as otherwise herein provided, the 
General Rules of Practice shall apply. 

“(b) Notice to interested persons. 
Notice to interested persons of institu- 
tion of such proceedings shall be given 
by publication in the Federal Register 
of a summary, prepared by the Com- 
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mission, of the authority in issue. No 
other notice to interested persons of 
the institution of the proceeding is re- 
quired, except that applicants are not 
relieved from the obligation to file 
copies of their applications with gov- 
ernors, state boards, and district direc- 
tors of the Commission’s Bureau of 
Motor Carriers, as required by the in- 
structions which are part of the pre- 
scribed form of application. 

“(c) Protests to issuance of a common 
carrier certificate. (1) Content. A pro- 
test against the issuance of a certificate 
in lieu of contract carrier authority out- 
standing as of August 22, 1957, shall set 
forth with particularity the facts, mat- 
ters, and things relied upon, and con- 
tain a concise statement of the interest 
of protestants in the proceeding. It shall 
not include issues or allegations phrased 
generally, but shall include a request for 
oral hearing if one is desired. Protests 
containing general allegations may be 
rejected. 


“(2) When filed. Any protest shall be 
filed with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date notice of the proceeding is 
published in the Federal Register. 

“(3) Copies, service. A protest filed 
under this action shall be served upon 
the carrier seeking conversion of its con- 
tract-carrier authority, and the original 
and six copies of the protest shall be filed 
with the Commission. 

“(4) Failure to file protest. Failure 
seasonably to file a protest will be con- 
strued as a waiver of opposition and 
participation in the proceeding except in 
proceedings assigned for oral hearing. 

“(d) Hearing. (1) Oral, determination. 
The Commission will determine whether 
an assignment for oral hearing should be 
made, after notice to interested persons 
has been published in the Federal Regis- 
ter and the period for filing protests has 
expired. 

“(2) Oral hearing, notice. If it is de- 
termined that an oral hearing should be 
assigned, or if a pre-hearing conference 
is to be held, the date, hour, and place 
of the hearing or pre-hearing conference, 
together with the name of the examiner 
or number of the joint board before 
whom the matter is assigned, shall be 
served on all parties of record. Notice 
of a change in the time of place of 
hearing will be given as provided under 
paragraph (f) herein. 

“(3) Notice of intent to protest. Any 
person opposed to a proceeding assigned 
for oral hearing who previously has not 
filed a formal protest may become a 
party protestant at the oral hearing pro- 
vided he has notified the applicant or 
respondent and the Commission of his 
intention to protest. Such notification 
shall be made by letter or telegram dis- 
patched so as to reach the representative 
of applicant or respondent (or applicant 
or respondent if no practitioner repre- 
senting him is named in the notice) at 
least 10 days prior to the date of hear- 
ing. Two dated copies of such notification 
Simultaneously shall be mailed to the 
Commission. No persons other than those 
who file a formal protest or those who 
notify the applicant or respondent of 
their intention to protest will be per- 
mitted to intervene in a proceeding ex- 
cept upon a showing of substantial rea- 
sons in a petition submitted in accord- 
ance with section 1.72 of this part. . 

“(c) Modified procedure. (1) _Uncon- 
tested proceedings. Proceedings in which 
no protests are filed within 30 days after 
publication of notice in the Federal Reg- 
ister and which are not assigned for oral 
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hearing will be determined on the basis 
of the verified statements contained in 
response to the questionnaire filed by the 
carrier in connection with those opera- 
tions the proceeding is instituted. 

“(2) Contested proceedings. Proceed- 
ings in which protests are filed but which 
are not assigned for oral hearing will be 
handled in accordance with sections 


‘1.45(b), 1.46(b), 1.47-1.54, inclusive, of 


this part. 

“(f) Notice of changes in time or place 
of hearing. Those who file protests or 
notice of intention to protest and any 
person who requests notice of changes 
in the time or place of hearing will be 
informed of such changes if notice is 
given by mail. If telegraphic notice be- 
comes necessary, notice of such changes 
will be given by telegram only to those 
who request telegraphic notice at their 
expense.” 


Carloadings Drop in Week 
Ended Nov. 9 Under Nov. 2; 
Sharpest for Normal Week 


Loading of revenue freight by the 
nation’s railroads in the week 
ended November 9 totaled 675,273 
cars, a decrease of 38,721 cars, or 5.4 
per cent, below the number of cars 
loaded in the preceding week, the 
Association of American Railroads 
has reported. 


This represented the greatest decrease 
in loadings this year on a week-to-week 
basis, for normal business weeks, accord- 
ing to the A.A.R. It said that carloadings 
had declined in a greater amount from 
one week to another at other times this 
year, but that the greater declines were in 
weeks in which there were holidays or 
miners’ vacations. 


Loadings in the week ended November 
9 were 97,577 cars, or 12.6 per cent, below 
the corresponding week in 1956 and 
116,769 cars, or 14.7 per cent, under the 
corresponding week in 1955. 


Coal loading amounted to 131,083 cars, 
a decrease of 14,052 cars below the cor- 
responding week a year ago, and a de- 
crease of 3,699 cars below the preceding 
week this year, said the A.R.R., adding: 


Miscellaneous freight loading totaled 338,- 
347 cars, a decrease of 38,690 cars below the 
corresponding week last year, and a decrease 
of 14,692 cars below the preceding week. 

Loading of merchandise less than carload 
freight totaled 52,254 cars, a decrease of 
7,974 cars below the corresponding week in 
1956, and a decrease of 1,747 cars below a 
week ago. 

Grain and grain products loadings totaled 
50,152 cars, a decrease of 2,311 cars below 
the corresponding week in 1956, and a de- 
crease of 1,079 cars below the preceding week 
this year. In the Western Districts, grain 
and grain products loadings for the week 
of November 9 totaled 32,558 cars, an in- 
crease of 2,879 cars above the corresponding 
1956 week, and an increase of 252 cars above 
the preceding week. 

Livestock loading amounted to 10,722 cars, 
a@ decrease of 509 cars below the corre- 
sponding week in 1956, and a decrease of 
1,993 cars below the preceding week this 
year. In the Western Districts, loading of 
livestock for the week of November 9 totaled 
9,094 cars, a decrease of 267 cars below the 
corresponding week a year ago, and a de- 
— of 1,808 cars below the preceding 
week. 

Forest products loadings totaled 37,414 
cars, a decrease of 5,415 cars below a year 
ago, and a decrease of 1,966 cars below a 
week ago. 

Ore loading amounted to 46,077 cars, a 
decrease of 25,390 cars below last year, and 
a decrease of 12,817 cars below last week. 

Coke loading amounted to 9,224 cars, a 
decrease of 3,236 cars below a year ago, 
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and a decrease of 728 cars below a week ago. 
All districts reported decreases compared 
= the corresponding weeks in 1956 and 
1955. 
Cumulative Loadings 
1957 1956 


Four weeks of Jan. 2,565,299 2,712,773 
Four weeks of Feb. 2,615,825 
Five weeks of Mar. 3,446,351 
Four weeks of Apr. 2,695,795 
Four weeks of May 2,887,740 
Five weeks of June 3,630 
Four weeks of July 2,707,091 
Five weeks.of Aug. 3,736,145 
Four weeks of Sept. 2,851,465 
Four weeks of Oct. 2,919,667 
Week of Nov. 2... 713,994 
Week of Nov. 9... 675,273 


Total 31,445,145 33,037,291 


Prof. Sidney L. Miller, 
Of Pittsburgh, Is Dead 


Funeral services for Sidney L. Miller, 
67 years old, professor and head of the 
department of transportation and public 
utilities at the University of Pittsburgh 
since 1946 and author of several books 
on transportation subjects, who died 
November 9 at the home of a son in 
Urbana, Ill., were held November 12 
in Pittsburgh, Pa., and burial took place 
November 13 at Cimarron, Kan. 

Profesor Miller suffered a stroke as 
he was vacationing, last September, in 
Denver, Colo. He was taken to the home 
of Dr. George A. Miller, one of his sons, 
in Urbana soon thereafter. 

Born in Ravenna, Kan., March 17, 
1890, Professor Miller received his bache- 
lor of arts degree from Kansas State 
Teachers College in 1912 and the master 
of arts and doctor of philosophy degrees 
in 1916 and 1920, respectively, from the 
University of Wisconsin. After having 
taught in a rural school, he became a 
superintendent of public schools in 
Kansas in 1912. Four years later he 
joined the faculty of the University of 
Wisconsin as an assistant in economics, 
and in the years 1920-25 he was assistant 
profesor there. He served as professor of 
transportation at the State University 
of Iowa from 1925 to 1946, when he moved 
to the University of Pittsburgh as head 
of the transportation and public utilities 
department. 

Professor Miller was a_ research 
economist for the United Light and 
Power Co. in 1930 and served the As- 
sociation of American Railroads in such 
a capacity in 1936 and 1937. After hav- 
ing been a consultant to the Iowa Com- 
merce Commission in 1941, he served, 
while on leave from the State University 
of Iowa, in the War Production Board 
in Washington, D.C., in the first two 
years of World War II. He was assistant 
deputy director of the Office of Defense 
Transportation in the years 1943-46 and 
a consultant to that agency in 1946-47. 

In the years from 1947 to 1955, or in 
parts of that period, he was research 
economist for the West Texas Chamber 
of Commerce and the Texas & Pacific 
Railway, and transportation consultant 
to the Upper Ohio Valley Association, 
the Federal Civil Defense Administra- 
tion, and the Canadian Pacific Railway. 
Since 1953 he had been a member of 
the Transportation Council of the U.S 
Department of Commerce. He was 2 
founder in the American Society of 
Traffic and Transportation and had been 
active in the transportation and public 
utilities section of the American Eco- 
nomic Association. In 1934-35 he was 
president of the Mid-West Economic So- 
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Travel with 
pleasure--- 


“T never worry 
when they travel 
that way.” 
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GREATEST WESTERN FLEET 


SUPER DOMES 
Olympian HIAWATHA 


Chicago-Seattle-Tacoma 
AM Twin Cities HIAWATHA 
PM Twin Cities HIAWATHA 


STREAMLINERS 


City OF SAN FRANCISCO 

City OF DENVER 

PIONEER LIMITED 
Chicago-St. Paul-Minneapolis 

THE CHALLENGER 
Chicago-Los Angeles 


DOMELINERS 


City OF LOS ANGELES 
CiTYy OF PORTLAND 


LOOK AT THE MAP! If you’re planning a trip or a shipment, 
or acquiring business property in our territory, talk to 
a Milwaukee Road passenger or freight representative. 


J. M. Cunningham, General Freight Traffic Manager 
Union Station, Chicago 6, Ill. 


TRAFFIC Wortp 


“The shipment came on 


schedule and the new 
Milwaukee compart- 
mentizer cars sure 
make unloading easy.” 


NEW IDEAS---NEW TOOLS 


New, specialized types of freight cars 

3 “push-button” yards at strategic points 
Over 1,100 miles of centralized traffic control 
Mechanized maintenance practices 

Modern communication equipment 

Electronic reporting of freight train movements 


100% diesel and electric power 
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The Week in Transportation 
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NEWS OF SIGNIFICANCE TO TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION MEN 


Castle Says Seaway, When 
Completed, Might Properly 
Be Under Commerce Dep’‘t 


Lewis G. Castle, Jr., administrator 
of the St. Lawrence Seaway Develop- 
ment Corp., created by Congress to 
construct, operate and maintain the 
American segment of the St. Law- 
rence Seaway, said November 8 that 
he had no fear that, if the corpora- 
tion was placed under the super- 
vision of the Department of Com- 
merce, instead of under the jurisdic- 
tion of the Secretary of the Army, the 
railroads would dominate the cor- 
poration. 


As a completed commercial facility, 

Mr. Castle suggested that the Seaway 

| might belong in the Department of 
| Commerce. 

Senator Potter, of Michigan, and Sen- 

| ator Proxmire, of Wisconsin, expressing 
their concern over that possibility, have 
asked fellow members of Congress to 
make known to the White House their 
opposition to any such shift in the au- 
thority which the President delegated to 
the Department of Defense (T.W., Nov. 
9, p. 27). 

Mr. Castle observed that the railroads 
were not “under the Commerce Depart- 
ment,” but were under the jurisdiction of 
the I.C.C. 

He added that he “would not seek an 
interruption of the present connection 
with the Army Engineers” until the 
Seaway was completed, but that “when 
we complete our construction, we then 
become a commercial agency and could 
properly be under the Commerce De- 
partment.” 


Railroad Rate Increases 
To Be Filed Week of Nov. 18 


It was learned November 12 that, while 
work was proceeding on the preparation 
of the tariff supplements to be filed with 
the Commission to make effective on 
statutory notice selective commodity rate 
increases and increases in the charges for 
certain services, by which the railroads 
will seek to meet increased wage costs 
which became effective November 1, the 
Supplements would not be filed until the 
week of November 18. Previous plans had 
been to file the schedules in the week of 
November 11. 

Representatives of the railroads met 
in Washington, D.C., October 31-Novem- 
ber 2 and agreed to make the selective 
increases in response to a suggestion by 
the Commission, in its final report in Ex 
‘Parte 206, that some method other than 
& general rate increase should be em- 
‘Ployed to obtain the revenue needed for 
the “imminent” increase in payroll costs 
(T.W., Nov. 2, p. 20). 
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Labor Board Finds ‘Hot Cargo’ Contracts 
Involving Common Carriers Are Unlawful 


Carriers’ Obligations Under Sec. 216(d) of Interstate Commerce 
Act Cited in National Labor Relations Board Decision. Teamster 
Union Is Ordered Not to Refuse to Handle Freight of Shippers. 


With two of its five members citing 
the provisions of section 216(d) of 
the interstate commerce act which 
declare undue preference and unjust 
discrimination by motor common 
carriers unlawful, and with a major- 
ity finding the assailed practice of a 
labor union violative of the Taft- 
Hartley act prohibition against sec- 
ondary boycotts, the National Labor 
Relations Board has ruled that so- 
called “hot cargo” contracts between 
labor unions and employers are il- 
legal when they involve common car- 
riers. 


The board’s decision, made public 
November 13, was issued in a proceeding 
identified on its docket as “case No. 
10-CC-141, Truck Drivers and Helpers 
Local Union No. 728, International 
Brotherhood of Teamsters, Chauffeurs, 
Warehousemen and Helpers of America, 
A.FL.-C.1.0., and Genuine Parts Co.” The 
latter company is domiciled in Atlanta, 
Ga. 

A “hot cargo” clause in a labor-man- 
agement contract ordinarily provides 
that the employes covered by the con- 
tract may refuse to handle or work on 
goods designated by the union as “un- 
fair,” usually because of a labor dispute 
elsewhere. 

In 1949, when it was differently con- 
stituted, the N.L.R.B. held that “hot 
cargo” clauses were valid and enforce- 
able. In the instant case, however, the 
board found that Local 728 of the Team- 
sters’ Union had violated the ban im- 
posed by the Taft-Hartley act (the labor- 
management relations act) on secondary 
boycotts, by “advising” its members em- 
ployed by truck lines that they could 
refuse to handle freight from the Gen- 
uine Parts Co. under terms of the “hot 
cargo” clause in the union’s southeast- 
ern area contracts with motor carriers. 
At that time the union was engaged in 
a strike at the company’s Atlanta plant, 
the board said. 


Divergence of Views 


The board’s decision, limited to labor 
union contracts with motor carriers, was 
signed by Chairman Boyd Leedom and 


See Late News, Pages 19, 20 
and 21, for other transporta- 
tion news developments. 


Board Member Joseph A. Jenkins. The 
other three board members wrote sepa- 
rate opinions. One was a dissenting view 
by Board Member Abe Murdock. The 
other four members appeared to be in 
agreement that, in the circumstances 
involved in the Atlanta case, the sec- 
ondary boycott provisions of the Taft- 
Hartley act had been violated in that 
union leaders had “advised” or “induced” 
members to implement the “hot cargo” 
clause. 


In the principal opinion it was stated 
that the board’s previous refusals to 
declare “hot cargo” contracts illegal had 
been based on a determination that em- 
ployers were free to refuse voluntarily 
from doing business with any individual 
and therefore might “validly agree to 
refrain from doing business in anticipa- 
tion of union requests to that end.” Mr. 
Leedom and Mr. Jenkins added, how- 
ever: 


“... We are convinced that, where the 
contracting employers are common car- 
riers, the existence of the interstate 
commerce act destroys this rationale. 
For under the express provisions of the 
ICA [interstate commerce act], common 
carriers like those before us here are 
not free to decide, at will, to withhold 
the services they hold themselves out as 
able to perform from any customer or 
class of customers. 

“They are, rather, under a duty to 
make their facilities available without 
discrimination or undue preference to all 
customers willing to meet the conditions 
of their published tariffs and schedules 
within the physical limits of their fa- 
cilities.” 

Two Members Disagree 


Philip Ray Rodgers, another board 
member, concurred in the principal opin- 
ion, but wrote a separate opinion. Mem- 
ber Stephen S. Bean agreed that there 
was a violation in the Atlanta case, but 
rejected the majority’s reasoning, and 
Member Abe Murdock dissented from 
the finding of violation. 

The N.L.R.B. ruling came at a time 
when the question of “hot cargo” clauses 
as applied to trucking companies was 
being considered by the I.C..C in four 
consolidated cases (T.W., Nov. 9, p. 19, 
and story elsewhere in this issue). The 
over-all legality of such clauses and their 
enforceability are points on which ar- 
guments are scheduled before the. Su- 
preme Court of the United States this 
term (T.W., Oct. 19, p. 92). 


In the N.L.R.B. case, the board issued 
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an order which directed the union to 
cease and desist from “engaging in, or 
from inducing and encouraging employes 
of Simpson Trucking Co. and of Akers 
Terminal Co. and of any other freight 
carrier employes in the Atlanta, Ga., 
area, employing members of the respond- 
ent union, to engage in a strike or con- 
certed refusal in the course of their 
employment to process, transport or 
otherwise handle or work on goods, arti- 
cles or commodities and to perform serv- 
ices for their respective employers, 
where an object thereof is to force or 
require any such employer to cease doing 
business with Genuine Parts Co. or with 
any like person or company who has 
business relations with aforementioned 
freight carriers in Atlanta.” 

In setting forth the majority views, 
Mr. Leedom and Mr. Jenkins said that 
‘it is not our intent, in making refer- 
ence to the provisions of the interstate 
commerce act, to judge the actions of 
the common carriers subject to the 
ICA. 


Decision ‘Narrowly Limited’ 


“Our purpose,” they said, “is narrowly 
limited and can be summarized as fol- 
lows: 


“We have been commissioned by the 
Supreme Court not to ignore the other 
and equally important statutory schemes 
in administering our statue. The carriers 
before us are subject to the ICA—a 
scheme designed, like ours, to facilitate 
the flow of commerce. It has been argued 
that a board holding that the ‘hot cargo’ 
contracts are invalid may impose a quali- 
fication upon an employer’s right to 
choose his customers. 

“We have looked to the provisions of 
the ICA to determine whether such 
argument is here available. Because the 
ICA in itself restricts and qualifies the 
common carriers’ freedom of choice in 
the respects noted, we find that the 
argument as above-stated is destroyed, 
and that, accordingly, the rationale of 
those board cases which sustain the 
validity of ‘hot cargo’ contracts is wholly 
inapplicable where the employer parties 
are common carriers subject to the pro- 
visions of the ICA. Whether or not such 
rationale may still be effectively em- 
ployed in cases involving other types of 
employers is a question we need not here 
decide. 

“We are satisfied, on the basis of the 
legislative history of the (Taft-Hartley) 
act as it throws light on the objectives 
of the congressional scheme embodied 
in section 8(b)(4) of the (Taft-Hartley) 
act, that the ‘hot cargo’ contracts here 
involved are repugnant to the basic 
policies of the (Taft-Hartley) act and in 
conflict with the public rights this Board 
is under a duty to protect. We there- 
fore hold that, at least where common 
carriers for hire are involved, the kind 
of ‘hot cargo’ clauses here before us are 
invalid at this inception and can be 
given no operative cognizance so far as 
the oe of this act is con- 
cerned.” 


Factual Situation Described 


In a press release accompanying the 
decisions and order, the N.LRB. gave 
this summary of the situation confront- 
ing it in the case: 

“.. . Local 728 called a strike in March 
1956, over contract terms at the Rayloc 
Division plant of the Genuine Parts Co., 


at Atlanta. Many of the carriers hauling 
freight for Rayloc had ‘hot cargo’ con- 
tracts with the union. 

“About two weeks after the strike be- 
gan, the union called a special meeting 
to discuss the handling of Rayloc freight 
and the rights of the members. 


“The presiding union official advised 
the members present that the contracts 
gave them a ‘right’ to elect as ‘indi- 
viduals’ not to handle Rayloc freight, 
although the union could not ‘instruct’ 
or ‘require’ them to make such an elec- 
tion. He also told them that the union 
could call a strike to protect employes 
who elected not to handle the freight, 
and that the union would do so if neces- 
sary 


“A proposed resolution pledging the 
members not to handle the freight was 
declared unacceptable because it might 
make the union liable under the second- 
ary-boycott ban. Instead, the union of- 
ficial offered a resolution, previously pre- 
pared with advice of counsel, declaring 
that ‘each of the members had made 
and now announce(s) his individual vol- 
untary decision not to hand(le) such 
goods.’ The resolution was unanimously 
adopted. The resolution also requested 
the union to notify the truck lines of this 
intent of the members as required by the 
contracts. The union sent such notices 
the next day. : 

“Thereafter handling of Rayloc freight 
virtually ceased, the board found.” 


Examiner Reversed 


The majority decision reversed a rec- 
ommended finding by Examiner Lloyd 
Buchanan, who proposed in August that 
no violation of the Taft-Hartley act be 
found and that the complaint against 
the Teamsters be dismissed. 

Mr. Leedom and Mr. Jenkins said they 
felt the N.L.R.B. should adopt “an af- 
firmative decisional rule” that making 
of a “hot cargo” contract by a union 
“constitutes prima facie evidence of 
union inducement or encouragement” of 
secondary boycott activity, forbidden by 
the Taft-Hartley act. Then, they said, 
a violation would be established in trans- 
portation cases when it was proved that 
a shipper had been refused use of a 
common carrier’s facilities. 


Taking note of protests by the dis- 
senting members that the I.C.C. itself 
has never ruled definitively on “hot car- 
go” clauses, Mr. Leedom and Mr. Jenkins 
said: 

“Tt is true, as our dissenting colleague 
points out, that carriers who have been 
coercively compelled by unions to refuse 
to service strike-bound plants have suc- 
ceeded, in some cases, in persuading the 
I.C.C. not to impose the sanctions of 
the act against them for their inability, 
after making reasonable efforts, to give 
the complaining shippers service. In 
each of these cases, performance of the 
service requested would have required 
the carriers’ employes to go through the 
picket lines at the strike-bound plant in 
circumstances imposing serious threats 
to the safety of the carriers’ employes 
and to its equipment. 


Discussion of I.C.C. Cases 


“But we know of no case in which the 
I.C.C. has held that carriers are free, 
under the law, to acquiesce voluntarily 
to union requests that goods the union 
unilaterally brands as ‘hot’ or ‘unfair’ 
shall, for that reason, be subjected to boy- 
cott. 

“Indeed, in the only I.C.C. case we 
know of in which a carrier refused to 
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service a shipper in circumstances where 
the shipper did not ask for services which 
would have required the carriers’ em- 
ployes to go through any primary picket 
line of a striking union, the I.C.C. would 
not excuse the carriers’ refusal. 

“It is interesting to note that, in doing 
so, the I.C.C. specifically denied validity 
to carriers’ arguments that they, as cor- 
porations, could not be held to have 
refused their services to the shipper, be- 
cause it was their employes’ refusal to 
handle goods their union had branded 
as ‘unfair’ which was the proximate 
cause of the resulting boycott.” 

Mr. Rodgers said that he joined “in 
the ultimate findings of the majority,” 
but he added that his decision was not 
based on considerations of the interstate 
commerce act. 

“I find no need for going beyond the 
confines of our own act for holding that 
‘hot cargo’ agreements cannot be pleaded 
as a defense in cases of this type,” he 
said. 

“In my opinion,” he said at another 
point, “a ‘hot cargo’ agreement is invalid 
at its inception. In legal contemplation 
it is therefore unenforceable.” 


Board Member Bean’s Views 


Mr. Bean said there was a violation 
of the Taft-Hartley act in the case but 
added that he found it “unnecessary to 
rely upon any other or further principles 
than those set forth in the board’s Sand 
Door decision.” In that case, one of 
those now on appeal to the Supreme 
Court, the N.L.R.B. did not rule against 
the signing of a “hot cargo” contract 
but said that any union attempt to en- 
force it would amount to a secondary 
boycott violation. 

“The cases cited by my majority col- 
leagues,” said Mr. Bean, “do not, how- 
ever, appear to me to demonstrate that 
the I.C.C. has yet spoken with finality 
concerning the validity, under the stat- 
ute which it administers, of a ‘hot cargo’ 
contractual provision.” 


He also said that he found nothing 
in “existing board doctrine as set forth 
in the Sand Door case” which would 
seem “to impinge either upon the in- 
terpretation attributed by my colleagues 
to the provisions of the interstate com- 
merce act or might seem likely to im- 
pinge upon any such interpretation which 
the agency charged with administration 
of that statute may yet adopt.” 

“If later event should prove that I 
am wrong,” he said, “I feel sure there 
will be opportunity for this board to make 
any necessary accommodation of its doc- 
trine to the policies of the interstate 
commerce act.” 


Murdock’s Full Dissent 


Mr. Murdock dissented both from the 
majority finding relating to common car- 
riers and from the decision that the facts 
showed a secondary boycott violation 
under past N.L.R.B. decisions. 


He said he regarded as an “extreme” 
view the majority finding that common 
carriers could not legally be connected 
with a “hot cargo” contract. He said 
that the authors of the majority opin- 
jon were trying to “assume power to 
determine public policy under a differ- 
ent federal statute regulating interstate 
transportation at a time when decision 
of this nature are pending the tribunal 
selected by Congress to determine such 
issues in the first instance.” 

“Their decision, I believe, intrudes on 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission,” he said. 

At another point, Mr. Murdock said 
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that the majority view “is something 
more than accommodation of our act 
to the interstate commerce act.” 

“It is legislation,” he asserted. 


Mr. Murdock added that the question 
of the basic validity of “hot cargo” con- 
tracts had to be decided by Congress. 

He said that the majority held that 
the interstate commerce act “restricts 
and qualifies the common carriers’ free- 
dom of choice in the respects noted.” 

“No decision of the I.C.C.,” he said, 
“has ever, in fact, so restricted a com- 
mon carrier. 

“A blanket rule by the I.C.C. for- 
bidding common carriers to execute or 
rely upon ‘hot cargo’ contracts under 
any circumstances would seem on the 
basis of their existing precedents an un- 
likely possibility. In any event, the boy- 
cotting of shippers by common carriers 
subject to the ICA, whether or not at 
the request of any persons, is a subject 
matter over which this Board has abso- 
lutely no jurisdiction. 

“As Member Bean points out in his 
concurring opinion, this is not a situa- 
tion where the board and another fed- 
eral agency are both required to inter- 
pret and apply the same statutory pro- 
visions. Even in such a situation the 
board normally defers, as a matter of 
comity, to the views of the agency pri- 
marily entrusted with the administra- 
tion of the Statute in which such a pro- 
vision occurs. The I.C.C. is charged by 
Congress with the duty of regulating the 
operations of common carriers among 
the several states. This board is charged 
with the duty of enforcing a proscrip- 
tion of secondary boycotts. 

“Comity between governmental agen- 
cies does not require that the I.C.C. 
find a common carrier in violation of the 
ICA because the union representing its 
employes has engaged in a secondary 
boycott affecting the operations of the 
common carrier. Comity does not re- 
quire that the board find a union’s con- 
duct, otherwise lawful, unlawful under 
section 8(b)(4)(A) (of the Taft-Hartley 
act) because a common carrier has, at 
the union’s request, violated the provi- 
sions of the ICA.” 

“In my opinion,” Mr. Murdock con- 
cluded, “this board should look to its 
own house and let the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, with the help of 
Congress and the courts, fortify and ef- 
fectuate the purposes of that act.” 


U.P. Marks Sixtieth Year 


Since Its Foreclosure Sale 


The anniversary of what it said was 
the largest auction in the country up to 
that time was marked November 1 by the 
Union Pacific Railroad. 

That date, the U.P. said, marked the 
sixtieth year since the railroad was put 
“on the block” at public auction and 
turned over to the highest bidder for a 
total of $81,536,290.49. 

“The big sale . 
early financial maneuvers, severe com- 
petition, drouth, crop failures and the 
depression after-effects of the business 
panic of 1873,” the U.P. said. 


“Unable to meet its fixed charges, the 
Tailroad was placed in the hands of 
three receivers and finally sold at fore- 
Closure under order of a federal court. 
Purchased by the financing syndicate of 
Kuhn, Loeb & Co., the new Union Pa- 
cific Railroad Co., was launched and 
within a short time Edward Henry Har- 


. was the result of. 





riman, one of the participants in the 
syndicate in charge of the reorganiza- 
tion, emerged as the dominant figure in 
the road’s management.” 

Under Mr. Harriman’s direction, the 
U.P. said, the properties of the company 
were rehabilitated and its operations 
expanded. It said records now showed 
the “new” company with assets totaling 
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nearly $1.5 billion dollars. In 1956, it 
was stated, the company paid system- 
wide wages totaling $240,842,542 and 
poured $73,538,270 into federal, state and 
local tax coffers. 


Activity to Obtain Export-Import Rate 
Structure Urged on Great Lakes Ports 


Harry C. Brockel, Milwaukee Port Director, Says ‘New Philosophy’ 
Must Be Engendered in Land Carrier Managements if Full Potential 
Of Seaway Is to Be Realized. ‘Approaches to Problems’ Suggested. 


Harry C. Brockel, municipal port 
director of the port of Milwaukee, 
Wis., told the Great Lakes Commis- 
sion on November 12 that develop- 
ment of the St. Lawrence Seaway 
should spur “establishment of rail 
and highway rate structures which 
will adequately serve the new fourth 
seacoast, and assure parity with the 
Atlantic, Gulf and Pacific sea- 
boards.” 


Mr. Brockel, speaking at the commis- 
sion’s annual meeting in Chicago, sug- 
gested that “a high degree of diplomacy 
and statesmanship” would be required to 
interest the carriers in proposing an 
export-import rate structure for Sea- 
way ports below domestic rate levels. 

He said a “sympathetic approach” and 
“perhaps a change in philosophy” were 
needed to “assure that land carriers will 
approach this entirely new sphere of rate 
making on the merits, and with a full 
appreciation of the equities.” 

In another talk at the meeting, E. 
Reece Harrill, chairman of the United 
States Tolls Committee of the St. Law- 
rence Seaway Development Corp., re- 
viewed construction, costs and potential 
commerce of the waterway and said 
that “tentative” toll studies indicated 
that “there should be traffic sufficient 
enough to utilize the Seaway to a prac- 
ticable working capacity and provide a 
rate which will be beneficial to the ship- 
pers and, at the same time, provide reve- 
nue which will pay off the government’s 
obligation.” 


‘Gradual’ Build-Up Seen 

“The build-up in traffic is expected to 
be gradual,” he added. “It will take sev- 
eral years to reach the practical work- 
ing capacity of the Seaway.” 

Mr. Brockel asserted that “a new phi- 
losophy must be engendered in the man- 
agement of railroad and highway car- 
riers to convince them that their destiny 
and growth is intimately tied to the des- 
tiny and growth of the lake ports, of 
Great Lakes industry and of the Seaway 
itself.” 

He said that in the 1920s “all the west- 
ern rail lines were avowed and enthu- 
siastic supporters of the St. Lawrence 
Seaway” but that later they had adopted 
a policy which “largely corresponded to 
the policies of the Association of Amer- 
ican Railroads.” The A.A.R., he contend- 
ed, “has long been dominated by the 
eastern trunk line railroads, hostile to 


the Seaway and the aspirations of Great 
Lakes ports to become sea ports.” 

Mr. Brockel said that “one of the great 
prerequisities” to development of a land 
rate structure favorable to Seaway ports 
was to “re-establish” a pro-Seaway atti- 
tude in the western rail lines and in rail 
and highway carriers generally. 

“We must, at a minimum, persuade 
them to undertake certain rate adjust- 
ments experimentally, as certain pro- 
gressive carriers have already demon- 
strated their willingness to do,” he said. 


‘Negotiation Process’ Urged 


Mr. Brockel suggested a “negotiation 
process.” He said Milwaukee had suc- 
ceeded in negotiating four rail and two 
highway export rates to that port and 
cited this as evidence that the carriers 
were “not adamant.” 


“I suggest,” he said, “that the Great 
Lakes Commission, representing the sov- 
ereign states of the Great Lakes region, 
might well accept this challenge, and 
might well devote its leadership and in- 
fluence to achieve so historic a transpor- 
tation development of such infinite value 
and importance to the region.” 


The first aim of any such effort, he 
said, should be to induce the eastern and 
western trunk lines and the Illinois 
Freight Territory Association to estab- 
lish a “combined rate committee” to 
study “a unified rate structure for the 
entire Great Lakes which would do jus- 
tice to the region in terms of port 
potential and the changing transporta- 
tion conditions which will be induced 
by the advent of the Seaway.” 

“Both rail and highway carriers,” he 
said, “should form composite groups of 
rate experts to rationalize the rate views 
of the whole region, with their efforts 
directed to full utilization of the St. 
Lawrence Seaway traffic potential and 
the resultant benefits to the economy of 
the vast and productive territories served 
by Great Lakes ports and their support- 
ing rail and highway carriers.” 


State Efforts Suggested 


Returning to the matter of promoting 
such actions by carriers, Mr. Brockel 
told the commission: 


“Several approaches to the problem 
may be worthy of your consideration. It 
is hoped that through the interest and 
effort of the Great Lakes Commission, 
the governors of the Great Lakes states 
will both individually and collectively be 
persuaded of the merits and of the im- 
portance of this matter, as justifying 
their personal leadership, which should 
ultimately lead to consultation between 
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the governors and the highest manage- 
ment levels of the rail and highway car- 
riers serving the region. 


“Two preliminary and alternative steps 
may be considered, before the ultimate 
goal of the governors requesting railroad 
and truck line executives to undertake a 
thorough review of the question. 

“Each governor might request an ap- 
propriate state official or agency to 
study the import-export rate question as 
it affects each state. Presumably, such a 
request would be directed to the state 
public service commission or compara- 
ble agency, employing competent rate 
experts. This commission might urge the 
governors to institute such studies, with 
the Great Lakes governors subsequently 
jointly reviewing the issue and taking 
appropriate joint action to bring about 
the results desired from the carriers. 

“Another possibility is that each gov- 
ernor might be requested to approve a 
state study of import-export rates, and 
at the same time designate an appro- 
priate official to serve on an interstate 
advisory committee to the Great Lakes 
Commission on this specialized subject. 
The committee so instituted, and this 
commission, then could be the vehicle 
for subsequent recommendations to the 
several governors, who in turn, at the 
highest level, could make appropriate 
representations to the rail and highway 
carriers. 

“The Great Lakes Commission could 
well render a significant and historic 
service to the Great Lakes region by tak- 
ing the first steps, looking toward the 
ultimate establishment of a comprehen- 
sive import-export rate structure to as- 
sure full parity of lake ports with sea- 
ports, and to assure maximum utilization 
of the lake port gateways and of the 


million. 


less than $28 million. 


Original Toll Estimates ‘Stand Up’ 


E. Reece Harrill, chairman of the United States Tolls Committee of 
the St. Lawrence Seaway Development Corp., has stated that federal 
studies indicate the Seaway toll level will approximate the estimates 
made at the time legislation for the project was passed—50 cents a 
short ton on bulk commodities and $1.25 a short ton on general cargo. 


He told the Great Lakes Commission at its meeting: 


“When the original Seaway bill was being discussed in Congress in 
1953, testimony was given by spokesmen representing various in- 
terests and users that on a reasonable and conservative basis an 
annual volume of traffic of 45,700,000 tons would be available for 
the Seaway. At the same time, suggested rates of 50 cents per short 
ton on bulk commodities and $1.25 per short ton on general cargo 
was given as reasonable. An annual revenue from this volume of 
traffic at the suggested rates was estimated at approximately $28 


“Our studies, which are still under way, show that traffic should 
build up within the first 10 years to a volume greater than the 45,- 
700,000 tons mentioned in 1953. Although our costs are not yet final 
and we are still working on projections and forecasts of annual rev- 
enue requirements, we have good reason to believe that the average 
annual payments for expenses, interest, and debt amortization will be 


“With these factors in mind, we believe that an equitable rate for 
tolls can be established which will not be too far out of line with 
that suggested when the original Seaway bill was passed.” 


Seaway, one of the world’s most sig- 
nificant new arteries of commerce.” 

Mr. Brockel said that as the Seaway 
project moved toward completion it was 
“natural and inevitable” that the ques- 
tion of a lower port rate structure for 
export-import traffic would develop. He 
reported “a rising tide of interest in the 
matter of rate structures serving lake 
ports” and added that although “no or- 
ganized effort on the subject has been 
undertaken ... it has been actively 
under discussion in certain areas and 
among certain leaders of opinion.” 

“Railroad and highway carriers,” he 
said, “are not to be criticized for having 
failed to establish such rates, in the ab- 
sence of a strong united regional de- 
mand and proven justification. . . 

“Establishment of import-export rates 
for lake ports may be fraught with a 
multitude of difficulties, largely depend- 
ing on shipper demand; the aggressive- 
ness and competence of lake ports and 
shippers; the attitude of the railroads 
and highway carriers serving lake ports; 
and the reaction of seaboard ports and 
trunk line railroads, which may oppose 
such rates as detrimental to their in- 
terests. New or potential sources of 
competition are usually productive of 
vigorous rate wrangles, and the new 
problems involved may lead to some 
historic and decisive battles although it 
is certainly to be hoped that the desired 
ends may be achieved by negotiation 
rather than by litigation... . 

“The practical aspects of the problem 
could be demonstrated by scores of ex- 
amples. 


Other Port Rates Cited 


“The port of Milwaukee, for example, 
enjoyed a substantial volume of heavy 
machinery exports from producing points 
in northwestern Illinois, this traffic mov- 
ing via Milwaukee to utilize our ocean 
services and heavy-lift cargo handling 
facilities. The major portion of this 
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traffic was lost to Milwaukee as the 
result of an export rate adjustment via 
the port of Savannah, which resulted in 
short haul local class rates to Milwaukee 
and Chicago appreciably higher per ton- 
mile than the low export rate instituted 
by southern carriers via Savannah. 

“This is an extreme example, since 
the Savannah rate produced for the 
carriers ton-mile revenues comparable to 
those on the lowest-grade bulk commodi- 
ties. This rate was undoubtedly instituted 
on the ‘added traffic’ theory, but the 
fact remains that it was published as 
an export rate on a level which com- 
pletely destroyed the movement available 
on local domestic rates from the man- 
ufacturing points to the nearest ship- 
ping ports, such as Chicago and Mil- 
waukee. 

“Scores of similar examples could be 
cited. Chicago can, I am sure, make an 
impressive recitation of shipments from 
northern Illinois moving more cheaply 
to New Orleans under export rates than 
to the nearby port of Chicago under 
domestic scales.” 

In discussing generally the matter of 
Seaway tolls, Mr. Harrill told the com- 
mission: 

“The self-liquidating character of an 
inland waterway such as the Seaway is 
a new concept to most of the prospective 
users of the Seaway, as well as to both 
the United States and Canadian gov- 
ernments. The question Of tolls has 
created quite a bit of discussion and 
some controversy. 

“Our studies indicate that there will 
be savings on transportation costs by 
using the Seaway even though a toll is 
involved. Several of your lake ports and 
commissions have made studies which 
show considerable savings to the ship- 
pers. 


Problem Is ‘Acceptance’ 


“Tolls are not so much an economic 
question as they are a problem of ac- 
ceptance. The problem is more of that 
of psychology and not of economics. An- 
other factor which may retard the traffic 
development for a short time is inertia 
and resistance to change. Initially some 
shippers may not take advantage of the 
Seaway because of the necessity of 
changing their shipping patterns. 

“The Seaway route will provide op- 
portunities for economies. However, the 
benefits to be derived will depend upon 
its use. The extent to which traffic builds 
up will depend upon the successful urg- 
ing and promotion by its sponsors, in- 
cluding the shippers, the Great Lakes 
ports, as well as the Seaway entities. 

“The Seaway corporation is aware of 
some of the good work being done by the 
ports and organizations in the Great 
Lakes area to promote and prepare for 
Seaway traffic. Within its means, the 
[Seaway Development] Corporation will 
do its part in promoting and developing 
future Seaway traffic. 

“We approach the completion of our 
Seaway project with the full confidence 
that the facilities will be adequate for 
stimulation of sufficient traffic tonnage 
to insure the success of the undertaking. 
We are also confident that a toll rate can 
be established which will be acceptable 
by the users and at the same time fulfill 
the Seaway entities’ financial obliga- 
tions.” 


A.A.A. Convention Scheduled 


The fifty-fifth annual convention of 
the American Automobile Association 


* will be held November 19 and 20 in 
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Phoenix, Ariz. An A.A.A. announcement 
said that 900 delegates would attend the 
meeting, at which a prime topic is to be 
“Problems Arising From the Stepped-Up 
Highway Construction Program.” 


New Private Carriage Group 
Formed in New York State; 


Movers Seek Tax Exemption 


A new private carriage organiza- 
tion, composed of carriers, shippers 
and suppliers, was established at a 
meeting in New York City on No- 
vember 12, according to an an- 
nouncement by T. A. Drescher, of 
the Borden Co. Mr. Drescher was 
elected president of the new organ- 
ization. 


He said the purpose of the new group 
was “to help bring relief to industry, 
business and the consuming public.” 

“There is a growing concern regard- 
ing the unfriendly climate for business 
presently existing in New York state and 
the punitive regulations and taxes ap- 
plied to motor trucks operated by New 
York domiciled industry,” said he. 

“New York manufacturers cannot 
freely receive their raw materials or ship 
their finished goods by highway in inter- 
state commerce. The New York weight- 
distance tax has greatly impaired high- 
way transportation reciprocity. Indus- 
try in the state, therefore, must organize 
in order to correct these conditions; oth- 
erwise New Yorkers will continue to find 
themselves unduly penalized.” 

The newly-established organization 
elected .a board of directors and appoint- 
ed special committees to recommend a 
dues structure, constitution and by-laws 
and the establishment of a permanent 
organization. 

Its officers, in addition to Mr. Drescher, 
are Harry Cool, of George Hall Corp., 
Ogdensburg, first vice-president; C. A. 
Pascarella, of F. H. Leggett & Co., New 
York City, second vice-president; E. T. 
Hibbard, of General Electric Corp., 
Schenectady, third vice-president; W. F. 
Strodel, of E. J. Strodel Distributing Co., 
Syracuse, fourth vice-president; Sam 
Palisano, of Lincoln Truck Rentals, Buf- 
falo, treasurer; Elmer Crowley, of 
Crowley’s Milk Co., Binghamton, secre- 
tary, and John Gren, of New York Pe- 
troleum Industries Committee, New York 
City, recording secretary. 


Movers to Seek Tax Relief 


In another development related to New 
York laws affecting trucking, the Movers 
Conference of America has announced 
plans to promote a bill in the next ses- 
sion of the state legislature which would 
exempt movers from the state’s weight- 
distance tax. 

The conference has polled all movers 
of household goods as to the number of 
trips made into and through New York 
and the amount of state tax paid by out- 
of-state companies. 


In a letter accompanying the question- 
naire, W. J. Burns, manager of the con- 
ference, said the information was needed 
to help document the movers’ case be- 


fore the legislature. He said in the 
letter: 


“One of the principal questions to be 
answered, before the New York movers 


Can properly prepare their case, is the 
average amount of tax paid by inter- 








state movers from outside of tne state 
to the state of New York during the cal- 
ender year 1956. 

“We are advised that the chances of 
our getting an exemption from the weight 
distance tax in New York is good. It will 
be necessary, however, to have factual 
information to justify the position to be 
taken. This information can be obtained 
through your assistance and cooperation 
in completing the attached questionnaire 
and promptly returning it to this Con- 
ference. 

“The New York legislators and high- 
way officials have been made aware, 
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through the joint efforts of this con- 
ference and the New York state movers, 
of the basic differences that exist as be- 
tween the moving industry and general 
commodity carriers. The stage is set, 
therefore, for the granting of an exemrp- 
tion to movers from the weight distance 
tax in the state of New York. Your co- 
operation in completing the attached 
questionnaire and returning it to this 
office would be greatly appreciated.” 


Symes, Perlman Discuss Possible Effect 
Of Merger on Freight Rates, Employment 


Heads of New York Central and Pennsylvania Railroads Express 
Opinions, in Interviews, as to Rate Cuts, Attitude of Unions, 


Regulation. 


Considerations underlying the re- 
cently announced study of a proposal 
to merge the properties of the New 
York Central System and the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad have been dis- 
cussed at length. by the presidents 
of those rail systems in interviews 
showing that in most respects they 
are in accord as to potential benefits 
of a merger of the two systems but 
that they differ somewhat as to the 
effect it would have on freight rates. 


Many questions were answered by 
Alfred E. Perlman, president of the 
Central, and James M. Symes, president 
of the Pennsylvania, in separate, copy- 
righted interviews published in the No- 
vember 15 issue of U.S. News & World 
Report, an independent weekly news 
magazine published in Washington, D.C. 

Asked whether he foresaw that, in 
event of consummation of the proposed 
merger, there would be “lower freight 
rates, possibly, for the public,” Mr. Perl- 
man answered “yes,” without qualifica- 
tion or elaboration. 


Symes On ‘Trend’ of Rates 


Mr. Symes was asked whether, “as- 
suming a merger was worked out,’ the 
combined companies would “still need 
increased passenger fares and higher 
freight rates than today.’ 

“They need higher rates than today,” 
replied Mr. Symes, “but the trend would 
be lower than otherwise as we effect 
economies.” 

Later, Mr. Symes gave the following 
answer to a question whether the 
achievement of economies would help 
to reduce rates: 

“For the immediate, I am for in- 
creasing rates to offset increased costs— 
it’s a must job. But in the long pull, 
if we can develop economies, it will have 
a very healthy effect in holding rates 
dewn.” 

‘Preliminary’ Studies 


Addressed to Mr. Symes was this 
question: “Has this merger possibility 
been under study very long?” His an- 
swer was: 

“Not with the New York Central. The 
matter of mergers, as I’ve indicated, 
has been a matter of study for many, 
many years. But as to the New York 


Perlman Says P.R.R. ‘Came to Us to Talk Merger.’ 


Central and Pennsylvania, no. I would 
say that we have conducted preliminary 
studies on the over-all picture for the 
last couple of months. I’d like to point 
out that we think there is real merit 
in making a comprehensive study.” 

Asked whether there was “any par- 
ticular circumstance that arose which 
accelerated your consideration of this 
merger,” Mr. Perlman replied: 

“The only circumstance that arose that 
made us consider it was that the Penn- 
sylvania was willing to talk merger. 
They came to us to talk merger.” 


Regulation a Handicap? 

Mr. Perlman’s answer to another ques- 
tion was that “if we weren’t regulated by 
government at all I tihnk we’d be better 
off than we are right now.” 

“General Motors isn’t regulated and I 
don’t think the public suffers because of 
that,” he said, when asked about the 
impact on the public of non-regulation 
of the railroads. 

“The trouble is,” Mr. Perlman con- 
tinued, “we are regulated under the old, 
old theory that we have a monopoly on 
transportation. That was true when these 
laws were first formulated—back at the 
turn of the century. 


“But with the trucks and the airplanes, 
and these waterways—the barge lines— 
and all, that’s just as obsolete as a policy 
as anything could be. 

“We think that it’s a matter of deep 
public interest that over 130 Class I rail- 
roads should be reduced to some number 
that will give better service to the public 
at lower costs.” 


Procedure in Making Study 


Mr. Symes said that “in the beginning 
we will probably set up committees of 
experts from our respective railroads— 
committees such as policy, operating, 
legal financial and so on.” He added 
that “later we will probably have to 
call on outside help for assistance.” 

He said no target date had been set 
for completion of the merger study, but 
that “it should move rapidly.” 

“As I said,” he added at another point, 
‘it all is going to take a very compre- 
hensive study, but if we didn’t think 
there was enough merit in it we wouldn’t 
waste our time and money in making 
it.” 


Mr. Symes also told the interviewer 
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that it was expected that interim bene- 
fits might be produced by the merger 
study. 

“There might be certain things that 
could be accomplished through coordina- 
tion and give use certain benefits,” he 
said, “and I am hopeful that some of 
that may come along as we progress in 
the study, without waiting for complete 
merger. But merger is the answer.” 


Views on Labor Situation 


Opinions of Messrs. Symes and Perl- 
man concerning reaction of the rail em- 
ploye unions toward the merger proposal 
and the effects of such a merger on em- 
ployment were shown in the following 
excerpts from the U.S. News & World 
Report interviews: 


Question: Would you say that the 
railroads, if they merge, would have 
to have more employes in the future 
than in the past? 

Mr. Symes: It would depend on 
whether or not we were able to increase 
our total traffic. Employment depends 
on volume. I would hope that in the 
final analysis we would have more em- 
ployment through merger than we 
would if we didn’t merge. 

a * e 


Question: So far as the non-oper- 
ating employes are concerned, would 
there be more employment on the 
non-operating side in the future than 
in the past? 

Mr. Symes: Well, it all depends 
again on how we would be able to par- 
ticipate in this growing transporta- 
tion demand. If we continue to go as 
we are now going, employment would 
be seriously affected—adversely. This 
should put us in a more healthy posi- 
tion. 

” * = 

Question: What about the attitude 
of the railroad brotherhood unions 
apropos the cutting down of employ- 
ment? Some of them have already an- 
nounced their fears about this. Do you 
think those fears are justified? 

Mr. Symes: Well, I tell you their 
fears might be justified for the im- 
mediate, but, for the long range, my 
thought would be that the brother- 
hoods would be much better off. Under 
the law or by agreement there are 
provisions designed to take care of 
employes in proposals of this kind— 
mergers. So we do have arrangements 
that would cover this situation insofar 
as labor is concerned. 

a ~ a 


Question (to Mr. Perlman): How do 
you feel the impact of this merger will 
be on employment both on your roads 
and on your non-operating staffs? 


Mr. Perlman: Well, all you have to 
trace back is the impact of the econ- 
omy on our employment right now. 
We have 30,000 people less today than 
we had four years ago on the New 
York Central alone. And you can trace 
that all through the United States 
and you will find that employment 
has gone down due to the national 
transportation policy. 


You’ve got an excise tax on common 
carrier transportation, whether it’s 
truck or railroad, and that’s forcing 
more and more business on the private 
carrier, because with the 3 per cent 
excise tax a company can finance 
its own trucks and take it away from 


the common carriers. This in spite of 
the fact that the chairman of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission has 
written to the Senate finance commit- 
tee that they lose more money through 
that excise tax than they would gain 
in income tax if they let the common 
carriers handle the business. And this 
is also in spite of the fact that many 
luxury taxes have been taken off, but 
the transportation tax, which was put 
on during the war to discourage the 
use of common carrier transportation, 
has never been removed. 


Question: Do you think the railroad 
brotherhood unions, some of which 


Tax Payment by Central 





Walter R. Grant (left) vice-president—finance of 
the New York Central Railroad, hands a check 
for $7,898,058.65 to Lawrence E. Gerosa, comp- 
troller for New York City. The sum, according 
to the Central, covers real estate and special 
franchise taxes for six months, including more 
than $4 million on the Grand Central Terminal 
zone and more than $1.3 million in special 
franchise taxes on the line’s Park Avenue tunnel 
leading to Grand Central. The Central and the 
Pennsylvania Railroad advanced ‘excessive state 
and local taxes’ as a reason sparking discussion 
of a possible merger of the two lines (T.W., 
Nov. 9, p. 23). 





have already said they will oppose the 
merger, will have second thoughts 
when they get further into this? 

Mr. Perlman: No, I don’t. 

Question: Is it because they believe 
the merger may mean less employ- 
ment? 

Mr. Perlman: The brotherhood un- 
ions have always opposed any reduc- 
tion in service of any kind, regardless 
of the economics, and they have also 
opposed automation. Now I will say 
this for John Lewis: He has never 
opposed automation, but I think he 
stands in a class by himself. 


Purchase of Trailer Company 


Trans Continental Industries, Inc., was 
informed, November 6, that its offer to 
purchase the assets and business of High- 
way Trailer Co. had been accepted earlier 
that day at a special meeting of the 
latter company’s shareholders, it was 
announced by Charles Lawrence Schnei- 
der, president of T.C.I. 

T.C.I., manufacturer of builders’ hard- 
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ware and marine hardware, last month 
disclosed its intention to acquire High- 
way Trailer Co., of Edgerton and Stough- 
ton, Wis., for $5,175,983. At the same 
time, the company announced the elec- 
tion to its presidency of Mr. Schneider, 
a past president of the Truck-Trailer 
Manufacturers Association, who recently 
resigned as executive vice president of 
Fruehauf Trailer Co. to accept the T.CI. 
post. 


Rails Should Be Allowed 
To Engage in ‘All Forms 


Of Transport’—Loomis 


Daniel P. Loomis, president of the 
Association of American Railroads, 
said in a speech before the New 
York Railroad Club on November 14 
that the railroads should be per- 
mitted “to become transportation 
companies and engage in all forms 
of transport, thereby furnishing a 
truly coordinated service.” 


He said that he was not proposing 
that the railroads “take over the na- 
tion’s transportation business.” Even 
if this opportunity did appear, he said, 
“present-day regulatory and economic 
conditions would prevent any such pos- 
sibility.” 

Speaking at a dinner of the railroad 
club in the Commodore hotel, Mr. 
Loomis said that “it is to the advantage 
of the shipper if he can arrange for the 
complete service he needs through a 
single agency rather than through each 
of the forms of transportation involved.” 

The A.R.R. official said “present policy 
. .. limits” the railroads in engaging in 
other types of carriage. 

“Because of these limitations,” he con- 
tinued, “railroads are not always able 
to give shippers the most economical and 
efficient service which would be possible 
were they allowed to engage in other 
modes of transport. 


“Efficient and economical transporta- 
tion service means using each form of 
carriage for those jobs that it can do 
better than any other. In some cases, 
as in the instance of carload movements 
between shippers having railroad sid- 
ings, it means using a single form of 
transportation—the railroads. In others, 
it means using two or more transport 
agencies in combination to provide a 
complete service.” 


Asserting that industrial concerns 
were more and more diversifying their 
products and interests, Mr. Loomis con- 
tended that the railroads should be per- 
mitted to do likewise “if they find it 
would give them financial stability and 
would enable them to do a better trans- 
portation job.” 


Advantages of Competitors 


Railroads were the most efficient and 
economical form of transportation but 
each year were hauling a declining share 
of the total traffic, Mr. Loomis said. He 
called this a “paradox” and declared one 
of the reasons was that “competitors 
of railroads enjoy a variety of advan- 
tages that are neither inherent nor in 
the public interest.” 


“These advantages are wholly arti- 
ficial, being conferred by government 
through subsidy, or unequal taxation, or 
both,” he said. “Railroads not only re- 
ceive no artificial advantages, but they 
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are not even permitted, under present 
regulatory policy, to assert fully the in- 
herent advantages which are theirs.” 

Mr. Loomis stated that all forms of 
transportation except railroads and pipe- 
lines were “heavily subsidized” by the 
taxpayers, particularly through being 
permitted the use of tax-built and tax- 
maintained facilities either “without 
charge or without payment of adequate 
charges.” 

As an example, he cited the federal 
government’s expenditure of nearly one 
billion dollars for the airways system of 
traffic control facilities and _ services, 
which are used by the commercial air- 
lines. Besides this, he added, the com- 
mercial airlines “get the advantage” of 
airports built at a cost of some four 
billion dollars by federal, state and local 
governments. 

Mr. Loomis said that “other large in- 
direct subsidies were enjoyed by carriers 
on inland waterways and highways” and 
that the railroads were also handicapped 
by “unequal regulation.” 

For instance, he said, “railroads, which 
are usually the low-cost carrier, are 
many times required to maintain rates 
higher than would otherwise be neces- 
sary merely to protect a share of traffic 
for other carriers.” 

This, he held, deprived the railroads 
of their principal competitive advantage. 
He urged that in considering rates the 
Interstate Commerce Commission not 
take into account the effect of such 
rates on the traffic of any other mode 
of transportation, or their relation to the 
charges of any other mode of trans- 
portation, or whether such rates are 
lower than necessary to meet the com- 
petition of another mode of transporta- 
tion. 

“It will, of course, take time, hard 
work and statesmanship to correct the 
present unfavorable trends in railroad 
transportation,” Mr. Loomis said, “but 
corrected I am confident they will be, 
for railroad transportation is far too im- 
portant to America’s economic welfare 
and security to be permitted to be any- 
thing but physically and financially 
strong.” 


House Group Names Special 
Staff to Study Canal Needs 


A special technical staff to advise the 
House merchant marine committee on 
additional Atlantic-Pacific canal facili- 
ties was appointed on November 12 by 
Representative Bonner, of North Caro- 
lina, committee chairman. 

Mr. Bonner said the step was taken in 
recognition of “the need for providing 
greater transiting facilities between the 
Atlantic and Pacific oceans, in view of 
approaching obsolescence of the present 
Panama Canal.” 


“In view of the present world situation, 
with particular reference to lessons to be 
learned from the Suez Canal closure and 
the increasing burden of traffic on the 
facilities of the Panama Canal,” Mr. 
Bonner added in a statement, “I feel 
that it is the urgent responsibility of the 
merchant marine and fisheries commit- 
tee to be fully informed concerning the 
adequacy of the existing canal and the 
need for additional facilities either in the 
Canal Zone or at alternate locations in 
the Central American Isthmus.” 


He said that the special staff would 
review a number of past studies and 
proposals for additional canal routes 
before reporting to the committee. 


The special staff consists of Francis 
S. Friel, of Philadelphia, president of 
the consulting engineering firm of Al- 
bright and Friel; Lt. Gen. Leslie R. 
Groves (U.S. Army, retired), vice-presi- 
dent of Remington-Rand, Inc., and 
director of the World War II develop- 
ment of the atomic bomb; Dr. S. C. 
Hollister, of Ithaca, N.Y., dean of engi- 
neering at Cornell University; E. Sydney 
Randolph, of Baton Rouge, La. an 
industrial engineer who worked in the 
Canal Zone 35 years; Hartley Rowe, 
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vice-president of United Fruit Co.; and 
John E. Slater, of New York, a consult- 
ing engineer who served for over 20 
years successively as executive vice- 
president and president of American 
Export Lines. Mr. Slater also held execu- 
tive posts with American Overseas Air- 
lines and with the New York, New Haven 
& Hartford Railroad. 


Speakers at Mid-South Institute Stress 
Need of Higher Rates to Offset Costs 


Operating, Equipment Costs Are Rising Faster Than Revenues 
To Support Them, Officials of All Modes Assert. Resolution 


Adopted at T.A.A. Meeting Asks 


Generally higher rates and fares 
are needed because transportation 
operating and equipment costs are 
rising more rapidly than the reve- 
nues which must support them, ac- 
cording to views expressed by several 
industry speakers at the Mid-South 
Institute of Transportation, held 
November 6 at Memphis, Tenn. 

Aside from listening to talks, the rep- 
resentatives of shippers, travelers and 
carriers attending the institute, held in 
the Peabody hotel, adopted a resolution 
calling for immediate repeal of excise 
taxes on transportation. 

The institute was sponsored by the 
Transportation Association of America 
in cooperation with other organizations. 
The resolution asserted that millions of 
persons would benefit from repeal of the 
taxes, that the for-hire industry would 
be aided materially and that much of 
the revenue loss would be offset by in- 
creased income taxes. 


Repeal of Transportation Taxes. 


Speakers included Wayne A. Johnston, 
president of the Illinois Central Railroad 
Co.; Rex Brack, vice-president—traffic 
and sales of Braniff Airways, Inc.; G. C. 
Taylor, president of the Mississippi Val- 
ley Barge Line Co.; Hugh W. Coburn, 
executive vice-president of Yellow Trans- 
it Freight Lines, Inc., and Representative 
Harris, of Arkansas, chairman of the 
House interstate and foreign commerce 
committee. 


Less Regulation Asked 


Mr. Johnston said that if railroads 
were to continue as a healthy segment 
of the industry the degree of regulation 
should be reduced. “Archaic regulation,” 
he said, was one of the worst problems 
confronting railroads. 


“Let me cite the trouble we have in 
getting state governments to extend in- 
trastate rates the same increases au- 
thorized by the I.C.C.,” he said. “By and 
large, state commissions in the east and 
west have been reasonably prompt in 
approving the general increases. Rail- 
roads operating in the south, however, 
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Speaking at the recent Mid-South Institute of Transportation, held at Memphis, Tenn., is G. C. 

Taylor, president of the Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co. Seated are Harold F. Hammond (left), 

executive vice-president of the Transportation Association of America, the sponsoring organization, 
and Wayne A. Johnston, president of the Illinois Central Railroad Co., another speaker. 
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have to wait a longer time before they 
receive adjusted intrastate rates. 
“Take, for example, here in Tennessee, 
where the Illinsis Central is not a large 
factor in intrastate commerce, but the 
Louisville & Nashville is. It took the 
railroads 14 months to get the increase 
on intrastate rates granted by the L.C.C. 
on interstate rates under Ex Parte 196. 
On the interim increases granted by the 
I.C.C. under Ex Parte 206 back in Feb- 
ruary, intrastate approval did not come 
until October 8. Final 206 increases, 
which became effective on interstate 


rates cn August 26, have not yet been 
approved in Tennessee. 
“This kind of delay is not unusual at 


all. 

“y had a stuay made of just how hard 
the Illinois Central had been hit by de- 
lays in the granting of intrastate rates 
and by the refusal of state commissions 
to grant any increases on certain com- 
modities. We checked the period from 
March, 1956, to the middle of October, 
1957. If we had received the full intra- 
state increases at the same time as 
those granted to us interstate in Ex 
Parte 196 and 206 we would have re- 
ceived approximately $2,193,000 in addi- 
tional income. 

“Or, to put it another way, more than 
one-third of the expected increase in in- 
trastate rates was denied to us. We had 
to cut our dividend payment for the last 
quarter of the year because of reduced 
income. In part, a time-lag loss on in- 
trastate rates contributed to that ac- 
tion.” 

He urged action by the coming Con- 
gress on the Cabinet Committee bill and 
he said he believed even more could be 
spent by railroads for technological im- 
provements. At another point, he said: 

“Many brickbats have been thrown at 
the Commission in recent years—and I 
may have thrown a few myself. There- 
fore, I think it important to note the 
splendid new spirit of understanding 
on the part of the Commission. Veteran 
rail officers say never before has the 
Commission acted with as much vigor 
in considering the problems of privately- 
owned transportation agencies.” 


Airline Problem: Finances 


Mr. Brack, speaking on “Airlines in 
the Changing World,” said the No. 1 
dilemma facing commercial aviation was 
finances. 


“We seem to be trapped now at the 
point of diminishing returns,” he said. 
“Business has been booming for the air- 
lines during the past few years, but the 
profits lag. Last year the gross revenues 
of the scheduled airlines increased by 11 
per cent over the previous year; however, 
net income declined by 10 per cent.” 

He said the profit margin, before taxes, 
decreased from 12.11 cents to 5.7 cents 
on the dollar in the last two years. 


“The reason for this is obvious—when 
everything else is going up, air fare re- 
mains the same,” he said. “As a matter 
of fact, the airline fares are less than 
they were nearly 20 years ago. A survey 
discloses the fact that the average air- 
line fare 20 years ago was 5.32 cents per 
passenger mile, while today it is only 
5.28 per passenger mile. 

“No doubt you know the airlines ap- 
plied for a modest 6 per cent increase 
and it was a great disappointment when 
the Civil Aeronautics Board denied the 
application. The General Airline Pas- 


senger Fare Investigation is continuing, 
but even though an increase might sub- 
sequently be approved, because of the 
mechanics of the various procedures it’s 
unlikely that such an increase could be- 
come effective much before September, 
1958, which would have little effect dur- 
ing the year in which it is needed so 
badly.” 

He said, also, that the airlines were 
“struggling” against what he asserted was 
unnecessary competition from the gov- 
ernment. He referred to the Military Air 
Transport Services. 

“M.A.TS., as it functions today,” he 
said, “is primarily a big airline operation 
and competes directly with the sched- 
uled airlines. It owns more planes, flies 
more airline route mileage and employs 
more personnel than any single airline in 
the world. Last year it flew more ton 
miles than five of the largest US. air- 
lines, and in most cases paralleled routes 
of the civil air carriers ... 

“The proposal of the air transport in- 
dustry is simply this: The Department of 
Defense can and should rely upon the 
scheduled airlines of the country to pro- 
vide a larger share of the airlift. 

“Aside from the additional income to 
the airlines, the government would save 
money, both in terms of equipment and 
manpower, for which we-are all con- 
tributing in taxes... .” 


Section 22 Repeal Asked 


Mr. Taylor called for repeal of the fed- 
eral excise tax on transportation, as did 
Messrs. Johnston and Brack, and he also 
said he hoped for repeal of section 22 
of the interstate commerce act. 

“Section 22 auotations were required 
to be filed as of the first of this month,” 
he said. “Thus, we will have some change 
in the circumstances, but not a remedy, 
for the basic ills of section 22. 

“Before again seeking complete repeal 
of section 22, the T.A.A. board is urging 
the I.C.C. to make a study of rates filed 
under section 22. Such a study would 
no doubt shed much light on how section 
22 rates affect the carriers revenue-wise. 
It should also reveal some interesting 
information on the competition between 
carriers of the same type and between 
differing modes of transportation for this 
government traffic. Such a study will, 
in my opinion, yield more sound evidence 
to justify repeal of section 22 as a 
whole. 

“Another measure which was justifiable 
historically, but whose repeal is called 
for by changing times, is the federal 
excise tax on transportation. These taxes 
at present include: 10 per cent on pas- 
senger fares, 3 per cent on general freight 
bills, 4% per cent on revenue of oil 
pipelines and 4 cents tax on each short 
ton of coal shipped... . 

“The important point to remember in 
considering the effect of this tax is that 
only charges for transportation by a 
carrier for hire are taxed. Private trans- 
portation is not subject to taxation. 
Therefore, it is obvious that transporta- 
tion itself is not being taxed, but only 
the charges paid to carriers for hire... . 

“The tax is, therefore, clearly discrim- 
inatory in two main respects: 

“(1) In producing a disadvantage to 
the for-hire carrier industry generally as 
against private carriage. 

“(2) In favoring large shippers who use 
some private transportation as against 
— generally small shippers who do 
Rex 


Mr. Taylor then turned to costs as 
against revenues. 
“Operating costs of all types of trans- 
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portation are moving upward primarily 
because of the pressure of wage rates, 
which in turn have a major effect on 
the cost of replacement and additional 
equipment,” he said. 

“Unless some means is found to solve 
the problem I have presented, possibly 
not too clearly, are we not heading into 
a situation where the logical end is 
government ownership of one or more, 
and if one, then certainly eventually all 
of the forms of domestic transportation? 

“With all due respect to the natural 
desire of industries to at least maintain 
their market competitive basis, it seems 
to me that as privately owned transpor- 
tation is inevitably based more and more 
upon costs, some industries must expect 
a certain amount of dislocation of mar- 
kets if government ownership of trans- 
portation, and therefore indirect govern- 
mental control of markets, is not to re- 
Rs 


Eight Industry Problems 


Mr. Coburn listed as among the “most 
important” problems confronting the 
transporting industry these: 

“(1) The modification of the agricul- 
tural exemption provisions to limit same 
to what was the original intent at the 
time the act was written. 

“(2) Repeal of, or at least a revision 
of, the provisions of section 22 of the 
act. 

“(3) Repeal of 
tax. 

“(4) Elimination of unprofitable rail 
services. 

“(5) Revision of the private carrier 
definition. 

“(6) Elimination or tighter restric- 
tions on government competition. 

“(7) Fourth-section relief. 

“(8) Minimum rate regulation.” 

In summation he said: 

. . Our industry has been criticized 
in the past—and to a certain extent this 
criticism was justified—for not actively 
participating in functions which would 
tend to strengthen the entire transporta- 
tation industry. 

“We have found that with a coordina- 
tion of effort through the medium of 
the Transportation Association of Amer- 
ica we are beginning to intelligently 
resolve many of the problems which 
affect every form of transportation. The 
transportation industry owes much to 
T.A.A. for their accomplishments to date 
—which are many—yet it would seem 
that the surface has only been scratched. 


“Each week, each month, each year 
brings new problems, drastic changes in 
the entire makeup of transportation in 
our country. Therefore, with T.A.A. 
backing up our efforts in all fields by the 
use of institutes, workshops and con- 
ferences; in local, regional and national 
discussions, a great deal more will be ac- 
complished in the years ahead.” 


Harris on Legislative Outlook 


Representative Harris reviewed briefly 
legislation in the last session of Con- 
gress and he said he did not believe Con- 
gress would be able to give as much time 
and attention to transport problems in 
the ensuing session as in the last. Then 
he mentioned the special legislative over- 
sight subcommittee of the House inter- 
state and foreign commerce committee, 
its establishment and its purpose. 


“We expect to do an objective job,” 
he said. “It is, in itself, a controversial 
subject, You have heard through the 
trade papers of some of the develop- 
ments, and I know that there are going 
to be mistakes, but if we accomplish the 


the transportation 
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portance. If our plan is defective in any 
detail, a workable alternative simply 
must be found. But the realities con- 
vince us that no basically different ap- 
proach can do the job which must be 
done.” 

Earlier in his talk Mr. Mackie dis- 
cussed briefly the introduction of bills 
in the last session of Congress to imple- 
ment the plan. He said the legislation 
was publicly supported by eastern rail- 
roads, and that although carriers in the 
south and west were not behind it as a 
group they said they would not oppose 
it. 


Solution to ‘Serious’ Problem 


“Our position here in the east,” he 
said, “is that the proposal will solve a 
problem that is extremely serious. More- 


car shortage is evidence that this was not 
enough. Additionally, $750 million a year 
will not purchase as many units in the 
future because of increased costs. 

“Will the conventional methods of 
financing equipment purchases which 
have been used in the past take care 
of the minimum future program of $1 
billion annually or the desirable pro- 
gram of $1.5 billion annually? The 
sources of funds necessarily control the 
upper limit of any railroad capital pro- 
gram. Those sources are two: First, the 
internal generation of capital by the 
industry, and, second, borrowing from 
outside sources. 

“As to the internal source, railroads 
can generate capital money from depre- 
ciation, retained earnings and working 
capital. Some indication of what can 
be expected in that quarter comes from 
recent performance. During the last five 
years in which we were spending $750 
million a year on new. equipment, ap- 
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Michigan Shipper-Motor Carrier Group Elects Officers 


H. E. Chapman (right), traffic manager of the S. S. Kresge Co., Detroit, Mich., and executive committee 
chairman of the Michigan Shipper-Motor Carrier Conference, congratulates officers elected at the 
recent annual meeting of the group at Lansing, Mich. These men, the M.S.S.C.C. says, will guide 
the membership of the conference in its second year of activity. The new officers are, from 
left: Jack C. Peet, traffic manager, Great American Transport, Inc., Detroit, and Fred Berkowitz, 
general traffic manager, White Star Trucking, Inc., Lincoln Park, Mich., ‘members at large’; Donald 
D. Droste, of the Jervis B. Webb Co., Detroit, vice-president; O. E. Coblentz, traffic manager, 
American Blower Corp., Dearborn, Mich., treasurer; Thomas D. Knox, vice-president and general 
manager, Doyle Freight Lines, Inc., Saginaw, Mich., ‘member-at-large,’ and Don T. Maentz, vice- 
president, Associated Truck Lines, Inc., Grand Rapids Mich., president. 








over, we believe that this is the only 
way the problem can be met. Our con- 
clusion is based on three main points: 

“First, the increase in railroad capital 
requirements for new equipment during 
the next decade; second, the inadequate 
portion of those requirements which our 
industry can raise by conventional 
methods, and third, the unworkability of 
any alternative method for closing that 
ae 

“In the five-year period, 1952 to 1956 
inclusive, the railroad industry spent on 
equipment purchases an average of about 
$750 million annually. The continuing 


proximately $400 million a year was 
financed through equipment obligations. 
The balance—about $350 million annually 
came from depreciation, retained earn- 
ings and working capital, much of it 
from the latter source. 

“Depreciation is inadequate as a source. 
It is derived from a box car, for instance, 
which cost maybe $2,500. A new replace- 
ment of that car costs $8,500 or more. 

“Working capital cannot be further 
relied on as a source from which sub- 
stantial amounts of equipment capital 
may be obtained. As of June 30 of this 
year the working capital of the railroad 
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industry, taking out materials and sup- 
plies, which really are not a current 
asset, and putting in debt due within 
one year, which obviously is a current 
liability, amounted to only $175 million— 
sufficient to meet the payroll of the in- 
dustry for only 12 days. On a comparable 
basis, working capital in 1946 was $1,026,- 
000,000—sufficient to cover payroll re- 
quirements for four and one-half months, 
Obviously working capital of the indus- 
try is today at minimum levels. Retained 
earnings likewise do not appear prom- 
ising as a source of capital funds. We 
must, then, look to sources other than 
internal. 

“As to possible borrowing from normal 
investment sources, the picture is un- 
fortunately about the same. As pointed 
out above, our industry has raised a 
yearly average of about $400 million in 
equipment borrowing over the last five 
years. The demand for securities of this 
type on the part of private investment 
sources has been slackening off for sume 
years. Commercial banks for many years 
were a steady purchaser of equipinent 
obligations. 

“Today their problem is to reduce their 
investment portfolios in order to meet 
the increasing demand for loans. They 
are not big buyers of equipment trust 
certificates and for the most part limit 
what they do buy to small amounts from 
railroads who are depositors. The savings 
banks have also been heavy purchasers 
of equipment trust certificates in years 
past. Today, however, they have increased 
the percentage of their assets invested 
in mortgages quite substantially and, in 
addition, are buying common stocks, 
which is a recent innovation. Their per- 
centage of total assets invested in rail- 
road debt dropped from 14 per cent in 
1931-2 to 2% per cent in 1955. 

“Also, endowment and pension funds, 
because of fear of inflation, are now 
steadily increasing the percentage of 
their funds invested in common stocks, 
correspondingly decreasing the amount 
available for fixed obligations. The life 
insurance companies represent one of the 
biggest accumulations of funds; but here 
again, they likewise are increasing the 
percentage of their funds invested in 
mortgages. Recently they have become 
purchasers of common stocks, The pro- 
portion of their total assets invested in 
railroad debt has dropped from 20 per 
cent in 1926 to 4 per cent in 1956. 

“So, all in all, the market for equip- 
ments has decreased considerably in 
size. 

“Our requirements for equipment funds 
will amount to two or three times the 
total available over the last five years. 
We do not believe such amounts will be 
available over the next few years. Even 
if $800 million to $1.2 billion were avail- 
able in total, it would not be equally ac- 
cessible to each railroad. It is essential 
in order to overcome a car shortage that 
not only the total amount be available 
to the industry but that each company 
within the industry be able to finance its 
share of total requirements. 

“In the light of all these facts, we do 
not believe it is realistic to assume that 
the railroads as a whole will be able to 
raise by borrowing more than about the 
$400 million obtained each year during 
the last five years. Yet, as we have seen, 
on a basis of financing 80 per cent of 
equipment costs they will need between 
$800 million and $1.2 billion a year for 
the next 10 years. 


“Two factors need emphasis. 


“First, limitations on railroad borrow- 
ing for equipment are not the result of 
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present ‘tight money’ conditions and no 
large increase can be effected simply by 
paying higher interest rates. The limita- 
tions on our borrowing potential were 
apparent before the present over-all 
shortage developed in capital funds. In 
other words, stepping up the interest 
rate will not increase the supply of 
money for our particular purposes. This 
was proven recently when one railroad 
tried to finance the purchase of equip- 
ment at a 7 per cent rate and was un- 
successful in obtaining even the rela- 
tively small amount required. 

“The second important fact to bear 
in mind is that we have been talking 
over-all industry figures on potential 
capital funds. Some railroads undoubt- 
edly can finance their share of the 
equipment program from internal 
sources and borrowing. In fact, we es- 
timate that a number of the more fa- 
vorably situated railroads (most of which 
are not in the short-haul, highly taxed 
eastern territory whose terminals are so 
costly to operate) will have sufficient 
earnings and credit to meet their equip- 
ment needs now and for the near future 
through conventional channels. 

“Of course, the cheapest way to acquire 
new equipment is by outright purchase. 
The next-cheapest method is through 
conventional financing under equipment 
trust certificates or conditional sales. 
Both of these will always be less expen- 
sive to an individual railroad in the long 
run than utilizing this government 
agency plan. Accordingly, there is built 
into the plan ample incentive for all rail- 
roads to endeavor to finance their equip- 
ment needs through conventional means 
rather than to continue to lean upon the 
government agency beyond the point of 
absolute need. The balance of the indus- 
try will simply have to depend upon sup- 
plementary sources—in whole or in part 
—to meet their new equipment require- 
ments. ... 

“... The carriers which need addition- 
al capital would be able to use the agency 
to whatever extent their own sources 
fall short of their needs. The federal 
agency would be able to provide those 
roads with essential access to new sources 
of capital funds. We know of no prac- 
tical alternatives which would make 
available to the railroads the new capital 
they will require.” 


Air Cargo Will Be Topic 
Of Packing Group Meeting 


The eastern division of the Society of 
Industrial Packaging and Materials 
Handling Engineers has announced that 
on November 18 it will sponsor a meeting 
featuring a panel on “Air Cargo—Down 
to Earth.” The meeting will be in Ro- 
soff’s Restaurant, New York, N.Y. 


The moderator will be John Farring- 
ton, of the Jiffy Manufacturing Co. 
Panelists are to be Frank G. Clain, east- 
ern regional sales manager of Flying 
Tiger Line, Inc.; Dan Reiss, traffic man- 
ager of Electronic Associates, Inc., and 
George Senchy, packaging specialist of 
the Newark Air Procurement District, 
Air Force. 


The organization said the panelists 
would present detailed case histories of 
profitable air cargo operations. 


Mills, Not Cents, a Ton-Mile 


In two places in the last paragraph 
of a news article on page 13 of the No- 


vember 2 issue of TRAFFIC WoRLD, under 
the heading, “Waterways Bureau Calls 
Railroad Reduction on Alumina ‘Reck- 
less Disregard of Cost,” the word “cents” 
was used, erroneously, instead of the 
word “mills.” Corrected, the paragraph 
should read as follows: 

“The bureau said that the railroads, 
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with the new alumina rate, would earn 
49 mills a ton-mile and 34.5 cents a car- 
mile in shipper-owned cars over direct 
routes and 3.2 mills and 27.5 cents, re- 
spectively, over indirect routes.” 


Emphasis on ‘Economy’ Advocated 
For Survival of Common Carriers 


Commissioner Walrath Says, in Address, Carriers Must Offer Shipper 
‘Best and Most Flexible’ Service He Can Get at Any Price, but With 
Economy as the Major Appeal. Private Carriage Seen as Alternative. 


Common carriers will survive “only 
so long as they are able and willing 
to offer the shipper the best and 
most flexible service he can get at 
any price, but with economy as the 
major shipper appeal,” Commission- 
er Walrath said in a speech before 
the Motor City Traffic Club at De- 
troit, Mich., on November 11. 


Mr. Walrath said it was “shocking” to 
realize that the continued survival of 
the common carrier system “could seri- 
ously be in doubt.” 


“Yet on all sides now we hear the cry 
—especially from small shippers, but also 
from mass producers of every type of 
commodity—that public carriers are 
pricing themselves out of the market,” 
he added. “The element of ‘economy’ of 
public transportation is under serious 
question.” 

Decrying what he called “bitter inter- 
agency competition” among carriers, Mr. 
Walrath said that “tremendous sums of 
money and countless man-hours have 
been devoted to fighting each other over 
available freight traffic.” 

“The custom has grown up,” he con- 
tinued, “of each form of carrier measur- 
ing its rates only against the level of its 
competitors — with little constructive 
thought being devoted to consideration 
of the shippers’ ability to pay.” 

Fighting Among Carriers 

“As money and effort which could have 
been spent in improving service to ship- 
pers have instead been spent fighting 
each other, the costs to the carriers of 
operating their respective services have 
gradually increased. Instead of concen- 
trating on modernization and automa- 
tion to effect internal economies (al- 
though much has been done in this di- 
rection), the principal source of dollars 
to meet increased costs has been the 
resort to horizontal increases in rate 
levels, with an ever spiralling increase 
in cost to the shipper—especially to the 
producers of high value commodities. 

“But as this has occurred, the shippers 
of America have also been busy protect- 
ing themselves—and in ever-increasing 
numbers have turned to private carriage 
of their own goods. They have in many 
instances done so reluctantly. However, 
with the flexibility of motor carriage 
readily available at no greater cost to 
them than to the public carrier, plus the 
added advantage of being able to design 
equipment and control operations to 


meet their special needs, the result is not 
surprising. 

“As I have told carrier groups of all 
types, if this growing diversion of the 
nation’s freight away from system car- 
riage is bad for the country—as I be- 
lieve it to be—there is very little the 
Interstate Commerce Commission can do 
to protect the public or the public car- 
riers. Relief is essentially up to them. 

“Some method of reducing the cost 
of carrier services to the public is, of 
course, the immediate problem to be 
solved. But I believe of equal import- 
ance is the necessity of tailoring car- 
rier services to meet the shipper’s spe- 
cial needs, whether he be a less-carload 
or less-truckload shipper or a volume pro- 
ducer. Many of the services offered ship- 
pers today have been designed to meet 
‘average’ needs—but I doubt seriously 
that an ‘average’ shipper can be found. 
Certainly, few will admit that they 
need less than the best... . 


“In the face of the compelling facts, 
the long range survival of common car- 
riage is not something which can be 
assumed—unless something  construc- 
tive is done quickly to assure competitive 
pricing of public service—measured not 
against the prices of other common car- 
rier competitors—a custom which has 
now brought us to this crisis—but com- 
petitive pricing as measured against the 
cost to the shipper of furnishing his 
own transportation. 


Trend to Private Carriage 


“High value traffic, once diverted, is 
unlikely to return to common carriage 
after the shipper has invested in private 
facilities. Unless the trend is halted we 
may find that public carriage has re- 
tained only the heavy loading, low value, 
raw and semi-finished commodities and 
that it simply cannot continue at a 
profit to render the service we demand 
for the public. 


“The grim alternative of supporting 
our common carrier system through 
government subsidies or public ownership 
of arterial facilities—sometimes suggest- 
ed as the ultimate solution—is not an 
attractive one—either to most carriers 
or to the taxpayers and shippers. I am 
not persuaded we need reach that point. 


Formula for Carriers 

“The important question is how: to 
prevent diversion before it occurs. The 
statement. of a formula for the carriers 
to follow is exceedingly easy—to carry 
it out will require a little ‘doing’: 

“(a) Offer the shipper a service su- 
perior to any he can provide for himself, 
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and (b) Offer it at cost to him as low as, 
or lower than, he can transport his own 
commodities. 

“Toward these objectives many things 
are happening in 1957 which seem to 
offer hope. Implicit in the success of 
the formula is, of course, the assurance 
which carriers must have of attracting 
to themselves an increased volume of 
higher-rated freight, since here it is that 
the most costly diversion has occurred. 
One way to attract this type of traffic 
is through development of new or vastly 
improved service with emphasis on ‘ship- 
per appeal.’ 

“Technological advances and automa- 
tion are available to all forms of trans- 
portation which make this goal physi- 
cally possible of attainment. The basic 
problem is how to convert to modern 
methods and reduce freight handling 
without again increasing costs of opera- 
tion. I think at least part of the solu- 
tion lies in turning toward flexible serv- 
ices, using existing facilities, but co- 
ordinating rail, motor and water—per- 
haps even air, in moving a single lading 
from point of production to point of de- 
livery. 


“For years men have theorized along 
this line, recognizing there were poten- 
tial economies to be found, but the ob- 
jections to breaking bulk and loading and 
reloading at interchange points, together 
with the difficuities inherent in division 
of responsibilty for the shipment, were 
almost insurmountable. Two major 
things have happened which would seem 
to promise removal of these disabilities. 


Inexpensive Containers 


“The first is again the product of the 
engineering and productive genius of De- 
troit, where relatively inexpensive freight 
containers have been devised which serve 
equally well as trailer bodies, yet may 
be shifted from a trailer chasis to a rail 
flat car, to a ship or barge deck—or even 
into an air-cargo ship, with a minimum 
of time and labor... . 


“The second major development, apart 
from the mechanical innovations men- 
tioned, is an intangible one—a new at- 
titude on the part of some carriers who 
believe the old order of fighting each 
other bitterly must be softened, if the 
shipper’s interest is to come first. Many 
are proposing voluntary cooperation in 
through-routing and a division of joint 
rates. 


“This, I think, offers the best hope of 
success, and would preserve the identity 
and inherent advantages of each segment 
of our carrier system. Carriers who are 
actively soliciting other common carrier 
connections on this basis include several 
of our leading railroads, at least one of 
the coastal water carriers, a number of 
the major long-haul trucking companies, 
including a transcontinental operator, 
and a major air freight company... . 

‘Integrated’ Service 

“In all fairness I must say, however, 
that there are many responsible carriers 
who, while recognizing the need of ship- 
pers for flexible service, believe such 
services by different methods should be 
performed by one company. This ap- 
proach has been called “integrated” serv- 
ice, where, for example, a railroad would 
be permitted to own and operate its own 
truck lines, water carriers and even air 
cargo vessels. 

“While not unshakeable in my present 


view (if time and circumstances prove 
me wrong) it is my present belief that 
the public interest will best be served 
by following a course of voluntary co- 
operation, without domination by any 
one mode of transportation. Unless care- 
fully controlled, any other approach 
might result in destruction of substan- 
tial segments of our existing services 
and elimination of benefits to be de- 
rived from the competitive system.” 


Southern Shippers, Motor 
Common Carriers Discuss 


Formation of Joint Council 


For the purpose of promoting co- 
operation and mutual understand- 
ing between shippers and motor 
common carriers in the development 
and maintenance of adequate and 
efficient motor carrier transportation 
to the mutual benefit of each, 
representatives of both groups met 
in Atlanta, Ga., on November 6 to 
discuss the formation of an organi- 
aztion with those aims. 


A joint committee representing the 
Southern Traffic League and motor com- 
mon carriers discussed the formation of 
a Shipper-Carrier Conference or council 
in Southern Territory. The organization 
would facilitate and encourage shippers 
and carriers to interchange ideas and in- 
formation relevant to motor common 
carrier transportation of freight and the 
transportation needs of shippers in the 
territory, according to W. M. Miller, ex- 
ecutive vice-president of the Southern 
Motor Carriers Rate Conference who 
acted as chairman of the joint committee 
meeting. 

Mr. Miller said that both the shipper 
and carrier representatives stated that 
there was an immediate need for such 
an organization in Southern Territory. 

Suggested by-laws were submitted to 
the joint committee by C. L. Denk, gen- 
eral traffic manager of the Fulton Bag 
and Cotton Mills, Atlanta, chairman of 
the shipper committee. They provide for 
membership in the conference or council 
of all who receive freight by motor com- 
mon carriers and owners or their repre- 
sentatives in private enterprise, embrac- 
ing agriculture, commerce and industry, 
who are interested in efficient motor 
transportation problems, as well as rep- 
resentatives of institutions of higher 
learning offering transportation courses, 
Official representations of publications 
devoted to transportation interests and 
motor carrier executives of freight domi- 
ciled within this area, including officials 
of state associations and publishing 
agencies of such motor carriers, Mr. 
Miller said. 

After discussing the need for such an 
organization as well as some of the pro- 
visions of the by-laws, it was concluded 
that another joint meeting would be 
held in December, he said. 


Committee Members 

In addition to Mr. Denk, shipper repre- 
sentatives attending the meeting were 
T. R. Austin, traffic manager of Alli- 
son-Erwin, Charlotte, N.C.; E. K. Baker, 
traffic manager of the Reynolds Alumi- 
num Supply Co., Atlanta; John Gilles, 
traffic manager of the Tennessee East- 
man Corp., Kingsport, Tenn.; J. F. 
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Moore, assistant traffic manager of the 
Savannah Traffic Bureau, Savannah, 
Ga.; A. Roland Smith, acting manager of 
the Greater Miami Traffic Association, 
Miami, Fla., Paul P. Watkins, traffic 
manager of the Georgia-Alabama Tex- 
tile Traffic Association, Atlanta, and 
B. L. Whaley, traffic manager of Sears, 
Roebuck and Co., Atlanta. 


Motor carrier committee members 
were W. D. Turner, traffic manager of 
Associated Transport, Inc., Charlotte; 
Cc. N. Knox, president of Decatur 
Transit Truck Line, Birmingham, Ala.; 
J. R. Horne, director of traffic of Great 
Southern Trucking Co., Jacksonville, 
Fla.; A. G. Briggs, vice-president-traffic 
of E. L. Long Motor Lines, Greenwood, 
S.C.; Julian Hooper, vice-president and 
general manager of Super Service Motor 
Freight Co., Nashville, Tenn.; C. L. 
Sanders, president of Perkins Freight 
Lines, Atlanta; J. H. Denner, assistant 
secretary of Floyd and Beasley Transfer, 
Sycamore, Ala.; C. D. Hardesty, general 
traffic manager of Mason and Dixon 
Lines, Kingsport, Tenn.; C. H. Swan- 
son, general traffic manager of Over- 
nite Transportation Co., Richmond, Va.: 
Carl Crawford, vice-president-traffic of 
Jack Cole Co., Birmingham, and Otis 
Stovall, vice-president and traffic man- 
ager of the Atlanta-New Orleans Motor 
Freight Co., Atlanta. 


Several of Items in ‘Digest 
Of Selected Cases’ Revised 


Revisions of several of the items in 
the series published in the September 
28 and October 5, 12 and 26 issues of 
TRAFFIC WoRLD under the heading, “Di- 
gest of Selected Cases on Interstate 
Commerce Regulation,” by Newton Mor- 
ton, have been made, to correct errors 
in printing and to provide for inclu- 
sion of points developed in discussions 
with readers of the digested material. 


The following should be substituted for 
the paragraph numbered “2” under the 
case titled “Tennessee Products and 
Chemical Corp. v. Alabama Great 
Southern et al., 283 I.C.C. 577,” in part 
IV of the series, published in the October 
26 issue: 

“2. In a report dated January 12, 1953 
(Consolidated Rendering Co. et al. v. 
A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co., and related cases, 
287 I.C.C. 673), the Commission found 
that the mere showing that interim in- 
creases are higher than the basis ap- 
proved in the final findings under the 
formal docket is not sufficient in itself 
to justify a reparation award; but in its 
report on further hearing in those cases 
(300 I.C.C. 87, decided March 18, 1957) 
the Commission reversed its decision of 
1953 and awarded reparation.” 


Government Reparation Cases 


The following should be substituted 
for the paragraph numbered “5” under 
“War Materials Reparations Cases, I.C.C. 
Docket 29572,” in part IV of the series: 


“5. In each of the government’s com- 
plaints, the Commission found the rates 
assailed not shown to have been unlaw- 
ful. The Department of Justice took no 
action of any kind after its petition for 
reconsideration was denied, 297 I.C.C. 
635. In its first report on these cases 
the Commission said that ‘the total 
amount of freight charges paid to the 
railroads by the government in the years 
from 1941 to 1946, inclusive, was $6,204,- 
238,000,’ but, although there were esti- 
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mates that the reparation sought would 
exceed $3 billion, the Commission did 
not undertake to guess at the amount. 
It said that ‘although the amount of 
reparation which would be due if the 
complainant’s contentions in these cases 
were sustained could not even be ap- 
proximately determined except after a 
long and complicated accounting opera- 
tion, it seems safe to assume that the 
amount would be large by any standard 
of comparison.’ The Commission noted 
a contention by the National Council of 
Farmer Cooperatives to the effect that 
‘the ability of the railroads to render 
adequate transportation service would be 
seriously impaired by payment of large 
reparation awards,’ but the Commission 
made no finding on this contention; its 
findings rested on ordinary considera- 
tions of reasonableness.” 


New Legislation 


To the three numbered paragraphs un- 
der “I.C.C. v. Alabama Midland Rail- 
road (long-and-short-haul case), 168 
U.S. 144 (1897),” the following paragraph 
should be added: 

“4. (In the Eighty-fifth Congress 
(1957)), Public Law 85-246 was passed, 
permitting railroads with circuitous 
routes to meet the rates of more direct 
railroads without obtaining prior section 
4 relief from the I.C.C.” 


To the three paragraphs under “Gen- 
eral Foods Corp. v. Louisville & Nash- 
ville Ry. Co., 246 I.C.C. 142 (1941),” the 
following paragraph should be added: 


“4. No ascertainable damages having 
been shown to have resulted from car- 
rier’s failure to call the shipper’s atten- 
tion to the fact that, although the ship- 
per requested three stop-offs for unload- 


ing, only two stop-offs for unloading 
were permissible over the route desig- 
nated by the shipper, the Commission 
found that the shipment was not mis- 
routed and that the rates charged were 
not shown to have been unreasonable.” 


‘Transportation’ of Sentence 

The last sentence of the paragraph 
numbered “2” under the digested case 
identified as “Baltimore & Ohio R.R. Co. 
v. U.S. (Texas Vegetable Case), 345 U.S. 
146 (1953)” is not properly a part of that 
paragraph and is not related to this 
case. The sentence should appear as a 
separate paragraph, numbered “2,” under 
the digested case immediately preceding, 
titled “Baltimore & Ohio S. W. R. Co. v. 
Settle, 260 U.S. 166 (1922).” (In the di- 
gest of the latter case as published in 
Trarric WorLD the name “Settle” ap- 
peared incorrectly as “Seattle”.) 

In the case titled “Eicholtz v. Public 
Service Commission of Missouri, 306 U.S. 
268,” the year of the Supreme Court’s 
decision, shown parenthetically, appeared 
incorrectly in TRAFFIC WoRLD as 1959, 
instead of 1939. 

The title of another case appeared 
incorrectly in the published series as 
“Thru-Extension of Operations,” instead 
of “Thrun—Extension of Operations.” . 

In the third from the last line (begin- 
ning with the words “is confiscatory”) of 
the digest of the case titled “Transpor- 
tation Activities, Brady Transfer & Stor- 
age Co., 47 M.C.C. 23 (1947),” the words 
“compensatory or less than” should be 
inserted after the word “is”. 

The four parts of the series comprising 
the “Digest of Selected Cases on Inter- 
state Commerce Regulation,” with re- 
vision as herein shown, are being com- 


bined for publication in booklet form, 
and the booklets will be obtainable, on 
or soon after November 25, at 50 cents 
a copy, from the Book Department, The 
Traffic Service Corp., 815 Washington 
Building, Washington 5, D.C. 


C. & N. W. Elects Industrial 
Traffic Manager to Serve 
As Vice-President—Traffic 


Election of Edwin A. Olson, general 
traffic and warehousing manager of 
Libby, McNeill & Libby, Chicago, IIl., 
to the office of vice-president in 
charge of traffic of the Chicago & 
North Western Railway, effective 
December 1, was announced by the 
railroad on November 7. 


Mr. Olson joined the Chicago food 
products firm in 1949 after 22 years of 
railroad service in the traffic department 
of the Soo Line 
Railroad. He is 47 
years old. He will 
succeed Thomas L. 
Norton, who will 
continue with the 
C. & N. W. as as- 
sistant to the presi- 
dent on traffic re- 
search. Mr. Olson’s 
successor at Libby 
has not been se- 
lected. 

“A native of Min- 
neapolis, Mr. Olson 
started his business 
career as a stenographer clerk in the 
commissary department of the Soo Line 
immediately after graduation from high 
school in 1927,” the C. & N. W. said in its 
announcement. 

“In 1929 he was appointed reservation 
clerk and ticket seller for the railroad in 
Minneapolis, one year later became 
traveling secretary to the railroad’s vice- 
president in charge of traffic. In 1937 he 
was appointed chief clerk to the vice- 
president in charge of traffic, in the 
meantime continuing his education by 
attending evening classes on traffic man- 
agement, traffic law and public speaking. 

“In 1939 Mr. Olson was promoted to 
district freight agent of the Soo Line at 
Duluth, Minn., in charge of the iron ore 
territory as well as coal solicitation for 
the railroad. Two years later he was 
again promoted to assistant general 
freight agent of the railroad at Minne- 
apolis, where he worked on traffic mat- 
ters before the I.C.C., as well as on rate 
legislation. In 1946 he was also an in- 
structor, in evening classes, at the Min- 
neapolis College of Traffic. 

“In 1947 he came to Chicago as the 
assistant freight traffic manager of the 
Soo Line in charge of sales and service 
in a seven-state midwestern area. In 
February, 1949, he left the Soo Line to 
accept the position of general traffic 
manager of Libby, McNeill & Libby, with 
complete charge of transportation mat- 
ters for the food products company in 
this country and abroad. On March 25 
of that year ne was appointed general 
traffic and warehousing manager with 
the additional responsibility of coordi- 
nating the warehousing activities of the 
food firm. 


“Mr. Olson is a director of the Na- 
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tional Industrial Traffic League; on the 
executive committee of the Midwest 
Shippers Advisory Board; past director 
of the Traffic Club of Chicago, secretary 
of its public affairs committee, and will 
serve as chairman of National Trans- 
portation Week in Chicago in 1958. He 
is a member of.the traffic committee of 
the National Canners Association and a 
member of the Associated Traffic Clubs 
of America. An I.C.C. practitioner, he 
is a member of the Association of Inter- 
state Commerce Commission Practi- 
tioners.” 


Court Decisions Widening 
Exemptions From Regulation 
Attacked by A.T.A. Official 


Court decisions “which have wid- 
ened greatly the exemptions from. 
federal transport regulation ; ac- 
corded certain farm products” have 
threatened the entire marketing 
scheme of farmers, according to For- 
ney A. Rankin, farm relations di- 
rector of the American Trucking As- 
sociations, Inc. 


Mr. Rankin made that statement in a 
speech prepared for delivery November 
16 at the annual convention of the 
Western Grower’s Association, in the 
Del Coronado hotel, Coronado, Calif. 

He traced the development of the ex- 
emption provision, saying that in 1954 
“the proverbial bottom fell out of the 
agricultural exemption.” 


Removal of Regulation 


“A series of court decisions,” he said, 
“removed from I.C.C. economic regula- 
tion such varied items as dressed poultry, 
frozen fruits and vegetables, powdered 
milk, shelled nuts, frozen eggs and va- 
rious others which have few, if any, of 
the characteristics of raw or prime agri- 
cultural commodities so far as transpor- 
tation needs are concerned. 


“The new exemptions hit hardest the 
very for-hire carriers who had most vig- 
orously expanded their operations and 
equipment to provide necessary services 
for the sharply increased post-war pro- 
duction of commodities requiring refrig- 
eration. 

“Rates and services have become un- 
stable and the instability is increasing. 
Everyone’s forward movement shortly 
became a back-haul for someone else. 
Competition and unequal rate cuts oc- 
curred. Trucks shifted to new commodi- 
ties and areas and _ long-established 
marketing patterns were disrupted. 


“Many carriers found their certificates 
valueless. Some abandoned previously at- 
tractive business rather than transport 
at a loss. Some have sold all or part of 
their special equipment.” 


Calls for Relief 

Mr. Rankin said some relief was needed 
if the national transportation policy laid 
down in 1940 by Congress were to be car- 
ried out. 

“If the problem involved only the 
farmer or only farm transportation or 
only truck transportation,” he said, “it 
might not be too difficult to solve. Ac- 
tually, the problem reaches into every 
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segment of the nation’s complicated 
marketing scheme. 

“The problem involves a search for 
language which will draw a discernible 
if not clear-cut line between what is 
processed or manufactured and what is 
a farm product. It requires a new law— 
@ law which will give the farmer all 
the flexibility he needs to market his 
products and yet preserve a healthy pub- 
lic transportation system. 

“. . . We are opposed to any scheme 
which in the name of the farmer ac- 
commodates the processor, the manu- 
facturer, the middle man and others. 
We ant to see an agricultural exemption 
provision which serves the farmer.” 


Farmer ‘Co-op’ Transport 
Committee Issues Agenda 


For Meeting in St. Louis 


The agenda for the twelfth an- 
nual meeting of the national agri- 
cultural cooperative transportation 
committee of the National Council 
of Farmer Cooperatives, to be held 
November 20 and 21 in St. Louis, Mo., 
has been issued by the committee. 


After an address of welcome by John 
D. Fehsenfeld, president of the Pro- 
ducers Live Stock Marketing Association 
and of the National Live Stock Producers 
Association, a plan for meeting railroad 
equipment needs will be discussed on 
the first day of the meeting by P. D. 
Fox, assistant vice-president—finance of 
the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 

That afternoon there will be a panel 
discussion on advantages and disadvant- 
ages in having the motor transportation 
of various commodities exempt from 
economic regulation. There will also be 
addresses by L. James Harmanson, Jr., 
general counsel of the national council, 
and J. C. Winter, head of the transpor- 
tation section of the marketing research 
division of the Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Department of Agriculture. 


Panel Participants 


The panel moderator will be T. Vernon 
Hansen, general traffic manager of 
Southern States Cooperative, Inc., Balti- 
more, Md. On the panel will be: 

J. O. Kumpe, manager of Arkansas 
Poultry Cooperative, Inc., Bentonville; 
L. L. Tourgee, director of member service, 
Rockingham Poultry Marketing Co-op- 
perative, Inc., Broadway, Va.; Donald M. 
Parmelee, of Seabrook Farms Co., Sea- 
brook, N.J.; L. A. Campbell, traffic man- 
ager of the frozen foods division of 
Stokely-Van Camp, Inc., Mount Vernon, 
Wash.; C. B. FunderBurk, treasurer of 
the Cotton Producers Association, At- 
lanta, Ga.; H. S. Duncan, general man- 
ager of the Tennessee Burley Tobacco 
Growers Association, Inc., Greeneville, 
Tenn.; George B. Blair, secretary-man- 
ager of the American Rice Growers Co- 
operative Association, Lake Charles, La.; 
William Reuland, director of traffic of 
the Wool Growers Association, Minne- 
apolis, Minn., and John J. Coonan, 
traffic manager of the Dairymen’s 
League Co-operative Association, New 
York, N.Y. 

Mr. Harmanson will speak on “Agri- 
cultural Commodities Exemption” and 


the topic of Mr. Winter’s address will be 
“Exempt Commodities.” 

“Five Factors in Fleet Safety Super- 
vision” will be discussed at the banquet 
that night by Paul H. Coburn, director of 
the motor transportation division of the 
National Safety Council, Chicago, Iil. 
The banquet, as well as all other ses- 
sions, will be held in the Sheraton-Jeff- 
erson hotel. 


Speakers on Final Day 


On the program for the morning of 
November 21 will be three speakers. 

Cc. D. Smith, manager of the traffic 
department of the Eastern Farmers’ Ex- 
change, Inc., West Springfield, Mass., 
will give a summary of transportation 
legislation in, 1957 of interest to agricul- 
ture. L. N. Conyers, chief of the trans- 
portation branch of the Farmer Coopera- 
tive Service, Department of Agriculture, 
will talk about things to do and not to 
do in the operation of cooperative trucks. 
Mark L. Keith, manager of traffic serv- 
ices of the Farm Bureau Cooperative 
Association, Inc., Chicago, will report on 
highway safety. 

The afternoon that day will be devoted 
to an executive session and reports and 
resolutions. 

Mr. Harmanson said that the sessions 
would be open only to representatives of 
agricultural cooperative business associa- 
tions and invited persons. 


C.A.A. Reports Large Rise 


In Air Licenses Issued 


A large increase in the number of pilot 
certificates and other airman licenses is- 
sued in the first six months of this 
year was reported November 14 by the 
Civil Aeronautics Administration. 

The C.A.A. said student pilot certifi- 
cates totaled 39,006 in the first half of 
this year, a 64 per cent rise over the same 
period of 1956 and the private pilot cer- 
tificates in the same period increased 42 
per cent to 12,134. 

Commercial pilot certificates, the 
C.A.A. said, totaled 16,479, a rise of 80 
per cent, and airline transport certifi- 
cates totaled 2,643, an increase of 33 
per cent. It said the over-all increase in 
the pilot category was 62 per cent. 


GM Shows New ‘58 Trucks, 


Tells of Engineering Plans 


The truck and coach division of the 
General Motors Corp. has announced 
that it has begun a “far-reaching engi- 
neering development program for GMC 
trucks that will bring ‘super-trucks’ onto 
the super-highways of the future.” 

Philip J. Monaghan, vice-president of 
GM and general manager of the division, 
said that the truck engineering depart- 
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ment of the corporation expanded 22 per 
cent in the last year. 

For the immediate future, he said, the 
1958 light and medium-duty GMC trucks, 
introduced on November 11, had a new 
V-8 engine and a stronger chassis, and 
a new automatic transmission for the 
medium-duty models. 

He said, in referring to the long-range 
future, that General Motors was making 
a “complete reassessment” with a view 
toward incorporating into its trucks 
“everything of value, in a single design 
pattern, now known to our engineering 
world.” 

The new line of GMC trucks features 
dual headlights, new grille, new hood and 
new fenders, as shown in the photograph 
of a pickup truck. 


Steamship, Air Officials 
Tell Travel Conference 
Of Big Gains Anticipated 


The year 1956 was the greatest 
travel year in United States history, 
American-flag airlines and steam- 
ship lines receiving more than $300 
million for “transportation alone,” 
said Ralph E. Casey, president of 
the American Merchant Marine In- 
stitute, Inc., on November 7. 


He and John Brancker, traffic director 
of the International Air Transport As- 
sociation, spoke that day at the twelfth 
annual conference of the International 
Union of Official Travel Organizations, 
held in Washington, D.C., November 4-8 
(T.W., Nov. 9, p. 27). 

“Today the American maritime in- 
dustry is planning far ahead,” Mr. Casey 
said. “During the last 12 months we have 
placed in service four fine modern ships 
for trans-Pacific service. Currently under 
construction are four additional pas- 
senger vessels for South American runs 
to be ready by the fall of 1958. One 
Mariner-type ship for trans-Atlantic 
tourist trade will be added to the fine 
fleet now is operation. 


Plans for Superliners 


“Two passenger ships of the superliner 
type are planned. One is the sister ship 
of the great SS ‘United States,’ and the 
other is projected for trans-Pacific serv- 
ice. Other passenger ships are on the 
drawing boards, including three new 
Delta Line ships, two for the African 
trade and two round-the-world passen- 
ger vessels. Also, a large number of new 
freight vessels will have accommodations 
for up to 12 passengers. 

“The cost of this program will run 
into the billions of dollars. 


“These plans speak eloquently of the 
confidence we feel that world travel will 
continue steadily to expand.” 

Mr. Brancker said that in the next five 
years more than 100 million tourists 
would travel by air to the countries 
“which can provide the accommodation 
they require.” 

The I.A.T.A. executive said he fore- 
saw international air travel expanded to 
30 million passengers a year by 1962— 
more than double that in 1956. 


More Use by ‘Little Man’ 


“The little man and his family are 
not only our main customers now,” he 
said, “but will form an increasing pro- 
portion of the 113 million international 
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passengers due to be carried by the air- 
lines in the five-year period from 1957 
to 1961 inclusive. 

“They cannot afford the time to travel 
any other way. Speed has particular 
significance for them, and it is speed as 
well as capacity which is going to in- 
crease sO markedly during the next few 
years. 

“It is a double process. Not only will 
the greatly increased capacity made 
available by the new generation of jet 
aircraft make it necessary for the air- 
lines to go lower in the economic pyra- 
mid to find an expanded market, but 
the lower fares and higher speed offered 
will of themselves attract a market 
which is ready and waiting—provided 
that there is somewhere attractive to 
rs 

Mr. Brancker said that extended and 
tedious formalities and inconveniences 
at airports increased expenses for air- 
lines, as well as irritating customers. He 
cited such things as poorly designed ter- 
minals, delays caused by inadequate 
buildings and facilities and “indifferent” 
navigational aids. 

“If you want lower fares, and I think 
we all do,” he told the approximately 
100 persons at the conference, “then the 
governments must play their part as 
well as the air carriers. After all, we are 
not looking for charity—only efficiency.” 


Philadelphia Traffic Men 
Choose Officers for 1958 


Harry F. Newmiller, freight traffic con- 
sultant, was elected president for 1958 of 
the Commercial Traffic Managers of 
Philadelphia at its annual election meet- 
ing on Novemer 5. The new vice-pres- 
ident is William T. Wynne, general traf- 
fic manager of the Phoenix Iron & Steel 
Co. Philip G. Kraemer, traffic manager 
of the Delaware River Port Authority 
was elected secretary-treasurer. In 
addition, the following were elected di- 
rectors: 


J. B. Depman, supervisor of traffic of 
the Barrett Division of the Allied Chem- 
ical & Dye Corp.; E .D. Heilbrun, di- 
rector of traffic for the Budd Co.; E. W. 
Caterson, freight traffic consultant; W. 
J. Healey, traffic manager of the Phil- 
adelphia Coke Co., and J. D. Juzaitis, 
traffic manager of the Renuzit Home 
Products Co. 


The membership of the organization 
is composed of industries located within 
the metropolitan area of Philadelphia. 


Head of A.T.A. to Speak 
At T.T.M.A. Convention 


The Truck-Trailer Manufacturers As- 
sociation has announced that at its 
seventeenth annual convention in Jan- 
uary it will continue a tradition by hav- 
ing the president of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc., as a featured 
speaker. 

The T.T.M.A. said that Guy W. Rut- 
land, Jr., president of the A.T.A., would 
carry out the role begun by Ted V. Rod- 
gers, Sr., the A.T.A.’s first president, by 
addressing the convention, to be held 
January 20 through 22 in the Palm Beach 
Biltmore, Palm Beach, Fla. 

It was said that Mr. Rutland probably 
would discuss current problems of the 
trucking industry, the A.T.A.’s program 


\ 


of solution of those problems and recent 
technical developments. 

In addition, other speakers will discuss 
the legislative outlook, motor carrier 
equipment developments and numerous 
other subjects, according to the associa- 
tion. 


Views Asked by Canadian 
Board on International 


Rate Increase Procedure 


The Canadian Board of Transport 
Commissioners has asked interested 
parties to submit views on whether 
the Canadian agency should continue 
to grant increases on joint interna- 
tional rates and other rates related 
to United States rates on less than 
the 30 days’ notice required by Can- 
ada’s railway act. 


The board set December 31 as the 
deadline for filing of views in a notice it 
issued on November 4 in File 18540.99, 
In the Matter of Freight Rates Between 
Canada and the United States; Between 
Points in the United States Passing 
Through Canada, Applicable Jointly Over 
the Lines of Canadian and United States 
Railways and Export and Import Rates 
Between Canadian Points and Canadian 
Ports Which Are Related to Similar Rates 
to or From United States Points. 

The agency said it desired to obtain 
the views of all interested parties on 
these three questions: 

“1. Should the board continue to grant 
short notice permission to rail lines to 
permit uniform application of increased 
rates on the same effective date as 
granted by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission? or, 

“2. Should international rate changes 
be initiated only by the filing of tariff 
schedules on thirty days’ notice insofar 
as the board is concerned? 

“3. What other method of dealing with 
such matters is suggested?” 

The board said that since the end of 
World War II the Interstate Commerce 
Commission had handled six ex parte 
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cases involving 16 railroad rate applica- 
tions and that the Canadian board had 
granted 19 authorizations on the basis 
of those cases. Of the 19, the board said, 
15 were “for the main purpose of allow- 
ing increased rate tariffs to be filed on 
less than statutory notice (30 days).” 

“The board is concerned,” the agency 
said, “whether the publication of in- 
creased rates on less than 30 days’ notice 
will detrimentally affect any interested 
shipper or consignee in respect of his 
right, under provisions of the railway 
act, to seek relief from any alleged con- 
dition of unreasonableness or unjust dis- 
crimination before such increased rates 
go into effect.” 

It said elsewhere in the notice that 
the less than 30 days’ authorization 
granted in the past had been made “in 
order to maintain the continuity of joint 
international rates and other rate rela- 
tionships in the belief that the public 
interest would thus best be served.” 

The board recalled that in June it had 
asked the I.C.C. to give consideration in 
Ex Parte No. 206 to requiring 30 days’ 
notice for any increase authorized on 
international rates. 

The Canadian board said it did not 
press the request after American rail- 
roads protested that all evidence in the 
case had been received and that the 
case then was in oral argument (T.W., 
June 8, p. 24, and June 15, p. 74). 


In stating why it now desired to con- 
sider the 30 days’ notice issue, the 
Canadian board asserted: 

“Many, if not perhaps all, interna- 
tional joint rates accord to Canadian 
shippers and consignees total charges 
less than would accrue if rates were 
made on international border combina- 
tions. This fact alone warrants care- 
ful consideration by all interested 
parties. The board does not wish to 
create any condition which would be 
detrimental to both carriers and ship- 
pers but desires to obtain an expression 
of views of those interested upon which 
to formulate a firm procedure for the 
future.” 








Powerful 200-ft. Towboat for Barge Line Launched 


A 200-foot diesel towboat, the ‘Valley Voyager,’ slides down the launching ways into the Ohio 

River after christening, November 4, at the Neville Island shipyards of the Dravo Corp., Pittsburgh, 

Pa. Built for the Mississippi Valley Barge Line Co., St. Louis, Mo., the ‘Valley Voyager’ is 

described by Dravo as one of the most powerful towboats on the inland waterways. Like her two 

sisterships, the ‘A. D. Haynes Il’ and the ‘Valley Transporter,’ launched in 1955, the twin-screw 

‘Valley Voyager’ will operate principally in the lower Mississippi River trade, between Cairo, Iil., 
and New Orleans, La., Dravo says. 
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Transportation Equipment 
Financing, Carrier Mergers 


Studied by Panel of T.A.A. 


The Transportation Association of 
America reported, November 8, that 
its investor panel had decided, at a 
meeting in New York City, to submit 
to the seven other panels of the 
T.A.A. “a proposal . . . designed to 
facilitate mergers of railroads, truck- 
ers and water carriers with other 
carriers of the same type.” 

This proposal, the T.A.A. said, was now 


being drafted by a subcommittee of the 
investor panel. 


“The [investor] group,” it said, “ap- 


proved submitting to other panels in 
T.A.A. a bill as proposed to be amended 
which is designed to facilitate financing 
motor equipment. It also recommended 
support of and referred to the other 
panels a bill to allow subsidized air 
carriers to take full advantage of sums 
realized from old equipment to offset 
cost of new equipment... 

“William B. Harding, partner in Smith, 
Barney & Co., was appointed chairman 
of a subcommittee to explore the de- 
sirability of facilitating mergers in the 
.air transport field. 

“The panel discussed the so-called 
Symes plan for setting up a federal 
agency to buy rolling stock and lease it 
to the nation’s railroads. It was the sense 
of the meeting that the panel did not 
favor the proposal. 

“After discussion of the railroad pas- 
senger deficit problem, a subcommittee 
was appointed, under the chairmanship 
of Charles L. Bergmann, partner in R. 
W. Pressprich & Co., to study the matter. 

“George K. Whitney, trustee, Massa- 
chusetts Investors Trust, is chairman of 
the panel, and William W. Wolbach, ex- 
ecutive vice-president, Boston Safe De- 
posit & Trust Co., is vice-chairman.” 

Some of the subjects on which the in- 
vestor panel received reports, the T.A.A. 
said, were already under discussion in 
the association’s “cooperative project on 
transportation policy.” The panels, in 
addition to the investor panel, which 
constitute the “project” and recommend 
policies to the T.A.A. board of directors, 
represent air carriers, freight forwarders, 
highway carriers, pipelines, railroads, 
users of transportation services, and 
waterway operators. 


Pacific Coast-Puerto Rico 


Ship Conference Rates Cut 


The Pacific Coast-Puerto Rico Con- 
ference, of which Pan-Atlantic Steam- 
ship Corporation is said to be the princi- 
pal operating member, has received per- 
mission from the Federal Maritime 
Board to reduce its rates between the 
Pacific coast and Puerto Rico by 7% per 
cent, effective November 13, according to 
information from Pan-Atlantic. 

“The conference recently requested 
permission of the board to lower its rates 
to compete with non-conference car- 
riers operating in the west coast trade,” 
Pan Atlantic said. “The current tariff 
has been in effect since August 18, 1957, 





when the conference effected a 15 per 
cent increase.” 

Pan-Atlantic, a subsidiary of McLean 
Industries, Inc., provides fortnightly 
cargo service between the Pacific coast 
and Puerto Rico, as well as intercoastal 
service between U.S. Atlantic, Gulf and 
Pacific Coast ports. 


New N.A.S.A.B. Secretary 


Hails From Niagara Falls 


Karl S. Wright, general traffic manager 
of the Carborundum Co., of Niagara Falls, 
N.Y., is the new secretary of the Na- 
tional Association of 
Shippers Advisory 
Boards. He was 
elected to that post 
at the association’s 
annual meeting, Oc- 
tober 8-10, in Chi- 
cago, Ill., but was 
unable to be pres- 
ent for the phoio- 
graph of the new 
officers which was 
reproduced in the 
TRAFFIC WorLD of 
October 19, page 
27. 

As secretary, Mr. Wright succeeded 
Wilton C. Cole, general traffic manager 
of the Georgia-Pacific Corp., Portland, 
Ore., who was elevated to the position 
of second vice-president of the N.A.S.A.B. 

Mr. Wright is a past president of the 
Great Lakes Regional Advisory Board, 
past general chairman of the Transpor- 
tation Council of the Associated Indus- 
tries of New York State, and a founder 
member of the American Society of Traf- 
fic and Transportation. In addition, he 
is a member and past president of the 
Niagara Frontier Industrial Traffic 
League, member and former director of 
the Transportation Club of Buffalo, N.Y., 
and a member of the board of directors 
of the National Industrial Traffic League 
as well as a member of the motor carrier 
rate and classification committee. 

A native of Niagara Falls, Mr. Wright 
has been employed by the Carborundum 
Co. since 1925 in various capacities. He 
assumed his present position in 1948. He 
is currently chairman of the traffic com- 
mittee of the Niagara Falls Chamber of 
Commerce. 


K. S. Wright 


Matson Co. Intends to File 


Tariffs Raising Its Rates 


(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


In a letter sent on November 4 to 
Hawaiian shippers and consignees, the 
Matson Navigation Co. announced that 
tariffs carrying an increase would be 
filed with the Federal Maritime Board 
as soon as that board’s decision in a 
Matson rate adjustment case now pend- 
ing (docket No. 808) was issued. The 
amount of the increase now to be sought 
remained to be determined, it was 
stated. 

Upward revision of its rates was neces- 
sary, the Matson company said, because 
of higher operating costs. Those costs, 
it said, had risen this year at the rate 
of $4% million annually. Net profit after 
taxes for 1957 freighter operations, ac- 
cording to the company, would be about 
$1 million. 

That amount, it stated, would con- 
stitute a return of 2.3 per cent on invest- 
ment in freighter services, or 16 per 
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cent on estimated gross revenue of $63 
million. 

Another reason for the “poor profit 
showing,” Matson said, was that freight 
rates which the company had filed te 
become effective last January were sus- 
pended for six months by the F.MB. 
That board, the company said, still had 
to rule on the findings of Examiner 
C. W. Robinson, filed last June, on Mat- 
son’s present freight rates. Matson said 
the examiner’s “major findings’ were 
these: 

(1) That Matson’s freight rates were 
equitable, with the exception of the rates 
on pineapple, which should be increased 
by the same amount as general cargo; 
(2) that the fair value of Matson’s prop- 
erty devoted to freighter services was 
$43 million, and (3) that a fair return to 
Matson on this investment would be be- 
tween 7% and 10 per cent, after income 
taxes. 


C.N.R. Names W. T. Wilson 


Vice-President—Personnel 


William T. Wilson has been appointed 
vice-president—personnel of the Cana- 
dian National-Grand Trunk Railway 
System, succeeding W. H. Hobbs, who has 
retired. 

In making the announcement, Donald 
Gordon, president, said that Mr. Wilson 
joined the C.N.R. as special assistant in 
the personnel department and became 
director of personnel in 1951. He as- 
sumed his most recent position in 1952. 

Before joining the railway Mr. Wilson 
was deputy chairman and comptroller 
of the Wartime Prices and Trade Board, 
and prior to that he was vice-president 
of the Commodity Prices Stabilization 
Corp., a director of the Canadian Sugar 
Stabilization Corp. and was vice-presi- 
dent of Benzalene Corp., Ltd., from 1933 
to 1942. 

In 1944-45 he was chief treasurer of- 
ficer of the National Housing Adminis- 
tration and later became chief treasury 
officer in charge of establishing family 
allowances offices in Canada for the De- 
partmentt of National Health and Wel- 
fare. He helped in the merging of the 
health branch of the Department of 
Pensions with the then new Department 
of National Health and Welfare. 


Canadian Transport Board 


Amends Order on Limestone 


The Board of Transport Commissioner 
for Canada has amended an earlier or- 
der prescribing higher rates on inbound 
shipments of crushed limestone to West- 
ern Canada so as to specify that the 
new rates will be implemented on 20 
days’ notice instead of statutory notice. 
The effective date of the new rates, 
December 1, jis not affected by the 
amendment. 

In the notice of amendment, the board 
said that on October 10 it ordered the 
higher rates to become effective Decem- 
ber 1 on statutory notice (T.W., Nov. 2, 
p. 48). 

Subsequently, the board said, the Ca- 
nadian National Railways informed it 
that “through inadvertance” publication 
of the rates was not accomplished on the 
statutory 30 days netice and asked per- 
mission to effect the new rates on 20 
days notice. The board’s later order, 
dated Nov. 6, gave the railroad that per- 
mission and changed its eariler order 
to conform with the later decision. 
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Interstate Commerce 
Commission News 


Rail Petroleum Rates 1.5 Cents Under Truck 
Rates for Distances Over 75 MilesApproved 


For Distances Under 75 Miles, 1.C.C. Finds Unreasonable Rail Rates 


Below Motor Rates on Gasoline. 


Decision Involves Traffic to Nebraska. 


1.C.C. Says Tank Trucks Are ‘Low Cost Carriers’ for Shorter Distances. 


On petroleum products from points 
in Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota 
and Nebraska to destinations in Ne- 
braska, the Commission has ap- 
proved interstate railroad rates gen- 
erally 1.5 cents a 100 pounds lower 
than motor carrier rates for dis- 
tances over 75 miles, but has found 
rail rates on these products for dis- 
tances less than 75 miles unreason- 
able to the extent that they are 
lower than motor rates on gasoline. 


In a report and order in No. 31908, 
Petroleum Carriers Division of the Ne- 
braska Motor Carriers Association et al. 
v. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Co. et al., embracing I. and S. M-9057, 
Petroleum Products—Iowa and Nebraska, 
the division also found not shown to be 
just and reasonable proposed reduced in- 
terstate motor rates on the same com- 
modities from pipeline terminals in the 
Omaha, Neb.-Council Bluffs, Ia., area 
to certain destinations in Nebraska. 

“Considering the record as a whole,” 
the division said, “we are convinced that 
the tank truck operators are the low 
cost carriers for distances less than 175 
miles, and that the rail rates which are 
lower than the motor rates on gasoline 
for such distances are unreasonably low. 
It is noted, for example, that from the 
Omaha-Council Bluffs area to Ashland, 
30 rail miles, and to Fremont, 60 rail 
miles, the rail rate is 8.5 cents as com- 
pared with the motor rate of 9.197 cents 
for 37 and 43 highway miles, respec- 
tively. 


Conclusions 
“We conclude that the assailed rail 
rates are unreasonably low to the extent 
that they are lower than the complain- 
ants’ rates on gasoline for distances less 
than 75 miles, but that they are not 
shown to be otherwise unlawful. We 


further conclude that the proposed rates: 


are not shown to be just and reasonable. 

“Since the defendants have indicated a 
Willingness to establish rates no lower 
than the complainants’ rates for dis- 
tances under 75 miles, no mandatory 
order will be entered in No. 31908 at 
this time. If this is not accomplished 
within a reasonable time, the matter 
May be called to our attention for 
further action. An order will be entered 
requiring the cancellation of the pro- 


posed rates and discontinuing the pro- 
ceeding.” 

The order in I. and S. M-9057 required 
that the rates involved in that proceed- 
ing be canceled on or before December 
23, on not less than one day’s notice. 


In the title proceeding, the division 
said the complainants were the Petroleum 
Carriers Division of the Nebraska Motor 
Carriers Association, National Tank 
Truck Carriers Inc., and 10 for-hire 
motor carriers engaged in the transpor- 
tation of petroleum and petroleum prod- 
ucts and other commodities in tank 
vehicles. 


They assailed the rail interstate rates 
on shipments of petroleum and petroleum 
products maintained by the defendants 
from Argentine, Kan., Kansas City, Mo.- 
Kan., Sugar Creek, Mo., Council Bluffs 
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and Sioux City, Ia., Minneapolis, Minne- 
sota Transfer, St. Paul and Spring Valley, 
Minn., and Doniphan, Omaha, South 
Omaha, Scottsbluff and Superior, Neb., 
to destinations in Nebraska. 

After reviewing the decline of rail 
participation in petroleum traffic to 
Nebraska, the division said that in an 
effort to meet motor carrier competition 
and to regain, if possible, some of the 
traffic which had been lost to the motor 
carriers, particularly for hauls of less 
than 200 miles, the rail defendants dur- 
ing 1953 made certain reductions in their 
rates, generally to a parity with the tank 
truck rates. 


Other Rail Proposals 

“A slight increase in traffic resulted,” 
the division said. “Upon investigation, the 
defendants concluded that a parity in the 
rail and motor rates on petroleum and 
petroleum products would not place 
them on a competitive basis with the tank 
carriers. Hence, the rail rates were re- 
duced on December 1, 1955, to a basis of 
about 1.5 cents per 100 pounds under the 
tank-truck rates, except for distances of 


See Late News, Pages 19, 20 


and 21, for other 1.C.C. action. 





less than 75 miles where they were made 
on a parity or a differential of less than 
1.5 cents.” 

The division said that these rates were 
increased by 6 per cent in March, 1956, 
pursuant to Ex parte No. 196, and the 
motor rates generally were increased a 
like amount on the following June 1. 

“On July 15, 1956,” the division said, 
“the motor rates from the Omaha- 
Council Bluffs area were revised to reflect 
increases and reductions to numerous 
destinations, and two bases of rates were 
established, one to apply on gasoline and 
the other on the heavier oils, such as fuel 
oil. For example, to Friend the rate on 
gasoline was reduced from 14.636 to 13.6 
cents and the rate on fuel oil was in- 
creased to 18.8 cents; and to Holdrege the 
rate on gasoline was reduced from 29.258 
cents to 27.6 cents and the fuel-oil rate 
was increased to 33.7 cents. To Hastings, 
the rates on these commodities were in- 
creased from 20.7 cents to 24.4 and 27 
cents, respectively.” 

In the embraced proceeding, the divi- 
sion said, Herman Bros., Inc., a motor 
common carrier and a complainant in 
No. 31908, proposed to establish reduced 
rates on bulk petroleum products from 
pipeline outlets in the Omaha-Council 
Bluffs area to numerous destinations in 
Nebraska. On protest of various rail car- 
riers, it said, operation of the proposed 
schedules was suspended to and includ- 
ing May 21 and the respondent volun- 
tarily postponed the effective date until 
December 4. 


After adjusting its rates on June 1, 
1956, to reflect the same increases as 
the rail Ex Parte No. 196 increase, the 
division said, the respondent made fur- 
ther rate adjustments on July 15, 1956. 
To some points the rates were raised 
and to others they were lowered, it said, 
adding that subsequently, by the sus- 
pended schedules, the respondent pro- 
posed reduced rates from the Omaha- 
Council Bluffs area to 61 destinations in 
Nebraska. 

“Where, as here,” the division said, 
“two modes of transportation are in 
keen competition for the same traffic 
and both are necessary to meet the 
needs of shippers and of the national 
defense, the rates of both modes should 
be reasonably compensatory and so 
related that they will not be unfair or 
destructive, but will promote adequate, 
efficient, and economical service by both 
modes and preserve the inherent ad- 
vantages of each. The motor carriers 
have certain advantages over the rails 
in that they can make deliveries direct 
to retail outlets and off-rail points 
without the intervention of storage fa- 
cilities, they usually perform the un- 
loading services, and their service is 
more frequent and more expeditious. 

“When rail service is used the shipper 
furnishes the tank cars and, although 
the rail lines pay three cents a mile 
for the use of the cars, the amount paid 
to the shippers is generally less than 
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the car-rental charges, particularly for 
the short hauls. Rail shipments are un- 
loaded by the consignee into bulk stor- 
age facilities, and the consignees must 
bear the cost of installing and main- 
taining trackage to serve their plants. 

“The rail cost data submitted by the 
complainants and the respondent are 
based on general conditions throughout 
the western district and cannot be ac- 
cepted as indicating the actual cost of 
transporting petroleum products to des- 
tinations in Nebraska for the carriers 
which perform this transportation. They 
do, however, provide a useful guide in 
measuring the relationship of rates to 
costs for the various distances. The 
cost data pertaining to the respondent’s 
service are based on its operation for a 
10-month period and, although not ac- 
curate in some respects, afford some in- 
dication of the actual costs. For the 
longer hauls of 75 miles or more, the 
respondent’s costs are somewhat under- 
stated, and it admits that the proposed 
rates would not yield revenue sufficient 
for profitable operations. For shorter 
hauls, however, particularly for distances 
less than 60 miles, the respondent’s costs 
are somewhat overstated. Considering 
the record as a whole, we are convinced 
that the tank-truck operators are the 
low-cost carriers for distances less than 
75 miles, and that the rail rates which 
are lower than the motor rates on gas- 
oline for such distances are unreasonably 
low.” 


1.C.C. Orders Termination 
Of Motor Control Violation 


The Commission, division 4, has found 
that the control and management of 
Sartain-O’Guin Motor Lines, Inc., in a 
common interest with the Mason & 
Dixon Lines, Inc., has been effectuated 
and is continuing in violation of section 
5(4) of the interstate commerce act. 

The division further found that E. W. 
King, Clifford E. Sanders, Sartain- 
O’Guin Motor Lines, Inc., and the Mason 
& Dixon Lines, Inc., as respondents, 
participated and continued to participate 
in the effectuation of the control and 
management in a common interest, and 
that the violation should be terminated. 

The findings were by a report and order 
in MC-F-6233, The Mason & Dixon Lines, 
Inc.—Investigation of Control Sartain- 
O’Guin Motor Lines, Inc., embracing MC- 
C-1943, Sartain-O’Guin Motor Lines, Inc. 
—Investigation of Operations. 

In the embraced case, the division 
found that because of the control and 
management outlined in its other find- 
ings, the operations of Sartain-O’Guin 
Motor Lines, in interstate or foreign 
commerce under the partial exemption of 
the second proviso of section 206(a) of 
the act, were unlawful. 


The respondents were required to cease 
and desist from the violations and to 
inform the Commission on or before De- 
cember 17 of the action taken by each of 
them to comply with the order. 

With divestiture of control of Sartain- 
O’Guin in such a manner that it would 
no longer be in common control with a 
carrier operating in another state, the 
division said, Sartain-O’Guin’s opera- 
tions under the proviso would thereafter 
be lawful. 

The Commission concluded that Mr. 


Sanders and his law associate, Edwin O. 
Norris, had, while representing Mason & 
Dixon, acquired control of Sartain- 
O’Guin and that this and other circum- 
stances supported the conclusion that 
Mr. Sanders and Mr. Norris “were and 
are affiliated with Mason & Dixon, with- 
in the meaning of section 5(6) of the act, 
and that Sartain-O’Guin from the com- 
mencement of its operations in inter- 
state or foreign commerce has been con- 
trolled and managed in a common in- 
terest with Mason & Dixon in violation 
of section 5(4), and is actually being op- 
erated as an integral part of that sys- 
tem.” 


Emulsified Petroleum Sizing 
Held to Be-Liquid Chemical 


Emulsified petroleum sizing is a liquid 
chemical for motor carrier operating au- 
thority purposes, the Commission, divi- 
sion 1, has found in a report and order 
in MC-110420, Sub. 143, Quality Carriers, 
Inc., (Burlington, Wis.), Extension— 
Emulsified Petroleum Sizing. 

In making that finding the division 
concluded that Producers Transport, Inc., 
Benton Harbor, Mich., a protestant in 
the case, had, under its authority to 
transport liquid chemicals, appropriate 
authority to transport the commodity 
under consideration. The division further 
found that Producers’ service had not 
been shown to be inadequate for the rea- 
sonable transportation needs of a shipper 
supporting an application of Quality Car- 
riers, and it denied the application. 

The division said Quality sought au- 
thority to transport emulsified petroleum 
sizing, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Kalamazoo, Mich., to Kaukauna, Wis., 
over irregular routes. 

The Hercules Powder Co., the support- 
ing shipper, had used the service of the 
applicant under the latter’s temporary 
authority, the division said, but was of 
the opinion that the commodity was nei- 


ther a chemical nor a petroleum prod- 


ucts, but described it as “emulsified pe- 
troleum sizing.” . 

In essence, the division said, applicant 
contended that there was no tank trucks 
service available, whereas Producers con- 
tended that under its liquid chemical au- 
thority it could provide the proposed 
service. 

Liquid chemicals were defined in Max- 
well Co., Extension—Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 
677, as those substances or materials re- 
sulting from a chemical or physical 
change induced by the processes em- 
ployed in the chemical industry, includ- 
ing uniting, mixing, blending and com- 
pounding, except such finished or end 
products as were intended at the time 
of transportation and without further 
processing, for packaging and sale to the 
general public, the division said. 

“The record clearly shows that the 
product involved is an ingredient and 
not an end product intended for pack- 
aging and that it is used in the manu- 
facture of another product,” the divi- 
sion said. “We conclude that the com- 
modity here considered is a liquid chem- 
ical under the Maxwell case. 

“Hercules has shown a need for the 
service requested. It knows of no motor 
carrier, other than applicant with its 
temporary authority, which has authori- 
ty to transport emulsified petroleum siz- 
ing as such, but has utilized carriers 
with liquid-chemical authority to ship 
both rosin sizing and emulsified petrol- 
leum sizing. Producers has transported 
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both Commodities under its liquid- 
chemical authority, rosin sizing for 
Hercules and emulsified petroleum sizing 
for one of Hercules’ competitors, and it 
is soliciting additional traffic. 

“On the foregoing facts, we are un- 
able to conclude that the present or 
future public convenience and necessity 
require the proposed operation by appli- 
cant. While a need for service has been 
shown, we find that Producers has ap- 
propriate authority and its service has 
not been shown to be inadequate for the 
reasonable transportation needs of the 
supporting shipper. 

“We find that the applicant has failed 
to establish that the present or future 
public convenience and necessity require 
the proposed operation, and that the 
application should be denied.” 


Bus Line Found Not Using 
Portions of Its Rights 


The Commission, division 1, by a 
report and order in MC-C-1859, South- 
eastern Greyhound Lines v. Continental 
Tennessee Lines, Inc., has found the 
defendant not to have provided reason- 
ably adequate service, in the transporta- 
tion of passengers over certain of its 
authorized routes, in accordance with 
the terms of its certificate. 

The division’s order requires the de- 
fendant, on or before December 16, to 
institute and thereafter maintain rea- 
sonably adequate service to the public 
pursuant to its certificate and to notify 
the Commission within 10 days from 
that date whether or not compliance 
has been made. 

The notification should be in affidavit 
form, the division said, and should con- 
tain a full explanation of the manner, 
comment, details and the extent of the 
compliance, or, in the event of non- 
compliance, a full explanation of the 
reasons therefor and should show cause, 
if any there be, why those portions of 
its certificate which it was now not 
operating should not be revoked for 
willful failure to comply. 

“In the event the defendant fails on or 
before the specified date to institute rea- 
sonably continuous and adequate service 
under its certificate over the said routes,” 
the division said, “it shall inform the 
Commission in writing within the time 
specified regarding compliance or non- 
compliance, if an oral hearing is desired 
at which to present further evidence as 
to why the certificate should not be re- 
voked insofar as the said routes are in- 
volved, failing in which, the defendant 
shall be deemed in default and to have 
waived such oral hearing, and the matter 
shall be taken into consideration on the 
facts then of record with a view to the 
entry of an order revoking authority to 
operate over said routes set out in the 
appendix with the exceptions herein- 
before noted.” 
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Dog Food 


I; and S. M-9524, Dog Food—Chicago 
and Indianapolis to Arkansas. By divi- 
sion 3. Modified procedure followed. 
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Schedules ordered canceled on or before 
December 16, on not less than one day’s 
notice, on finding not shown just and 
reasonable reduced motor carrier com- 
modity rates on dog food, canned, min- 
imum 20,000 pounds, ranging from 50 
cents to 91 cents per 100 pounds, from. 
Chicago, Ill., and Indianapolis, Ind., to 
yarious points in Arkansas. The sched- 
ules were filed to become effective March 
18 by H. R. Cook Truck Line, but on 
protest of the Middlewest Motor Freight 
Bureau, operation of the schedules was 
suspended to and including October 17 
and voluntarily postponed to December 
17, the division said. Respondent’s pres- 
ent rates ranged from 72 cents to 97 
cents, with the same minimum weight, 
the division said. A minimum require- 
ment was that there be a comprehen- 
sive showing that the rates proposed 
would be reasonably compensatory, the 
division said, adding that on the evi- 
dence presented it was not satisfied that 
such a showing had been made. 


lron and Steel 


I. and S. M-9250, Iron and Steel Ar- 
ticles—Chicago to Omaha, Neb. By divi- 
sion 2. Modified procedure followed. 
Proceeding discontinued on finding just 
and reasonable a reduced truckload 
commodity rate of 59 cents a 100 pounds, 
minimum 32,000 pounds, on iron and 
steel articles from Chicago, Ill. to 
Omaha, Neb. The division said the rate 
was filed to become effective December 
23, 1956, by Brady Motofrate, Inc., in 
lieu of a rate of 64 cents, minimum 20,- 
000 pounds, but on protest of rail car- 
riers operating in Western Trunk Line 
Territory, operation of the schedules 
was suspended until July 23, when they 
became effective. The division said the 
railroads contended that a rail differ- 
ential of at least 10 cents per 100 
pounds was necessary to offset certain 
disabilities alleged to be incidental to 
rail transportation. The rail rates were 
shown as 60 cents, minimum 60,000 
pounds, and 67 cents, minimum 40,000 
pounds. The division noted that the rail 
efforts to meet the motor carrier com- 
petition on iron and steel traffic from 
eastern origins to Western Trunk Line 
and Southwestern territories, among 
others, were now under investigation in 
No. 31865, Iron and Steel Within and 
to the Southwest. From the evidence 
presented, the division said, it appeared 
that the proposed rate was reasonably 
compensatory and no lower than neces- 
Sary to meet existing competition. 


Citrus Pomace 


Fourth section application No. 32883, 
Citrus Pomace in Southern Territory. 
By; division 2. Authority granted by 
fourth section order No. 18806, on con- 
ditions, to establish and maintain re- 
duced rates on citrus pomace, in car- 
loads, minimum 40,000 pounds, between 
points in Southern Territory, without 
observing the long-and-short-haul provi- 


sion of Section 4 of the interstate com- - 


merce act. The division said the author- 
ity was sought by rail carriers parties 
to Agent C. A. Spaninger’s tariff I.C.C. 
No. 1525. It said the proposed rates 
were published to become effective De- 
cember 10, 1956, and relief from section 
4 was authorized temporarily by fourth- 
The division 


Section order No. 18543. 
Said that under the amendments of sec- 
tion 4, effective July 11, obtaining relief 
Over circuitous routes was no longer 
necessary and that, accordingly, it con- 


sidered only relief over direct routes. 
The prior rates on citrus pomace within 
Southern Territory were commodity 
column rates which reflected 18:5 per 
cent of the first class rates prescribed in 
No. 13494, the division said, adding that 
the proposed, or present rates—those 
under consideration—were constructed by 
using a distance scale. For distances up 
to 600 miles the reductions varied from 
one to 18 cents, it said, adding that at 
600 miles the reductions began to recede 
until at $00 miles the new rate was the 
same as the prior rate and the new rates 
for distances beyond 900 miles generally 
were the same as or slightly lower than 
the prior rates. The necessity for the 
reduced rates, it said, was brought about 
from private truck competition which “is 
making serious inroads into the move- 
ment of this traffic.” The division found 
that a special case existed, that the 
rates were reasonably compensatory and 
that the relief was justified subject to 
conditions that (1) rates from or to 
higher-rated intermediate points would 
not exceed rates constructed on the same 
basis and in the same manner as the 
rates from or to the lower-rated more 
distant points, (2) rates from or to 
other higher-rated intermediate points 
would not be increased except as might 
be authorized, and (3) rates from or 
to any higher-rated intermediate point 
would not exceed the lowest combination 
of rates subject to the act. 


All Commodities 


I. and S. No. 6761, All Commodities— 
Between Philadelphia and Providence. 
By division 3. Modified procedure fol- 
lowed. Schedules ordered canceled on 
or before December 16, on not less than 
one day’s notice, on finding not shown 
just and reasonable proposed all-freight 
rates in cents per 100 pounds of 80 cents, 
minimum 24,000 pounds, 70 cents, mini- 
mum 30,000 pounds, and 65 cents, mini- 
mum 40,000 pounds, between Philadel- 
phia, Pa., and Providence, RI. The 
division said the rates were filed to be- 
come effective June 1 and later by the 
New York, New Haven & Hartford Rail- 
road Co., and the Reading Co., but that 
on protest of the Middle Atlantic Con- 
ference, operation of the schedules was 
suspended to and including December 
31. The present all-freight rates were 
92 cents, minimum 24,000 pounds, and 
76 cents, minimum 30,000 pounds, the 
division said, adding that the proposed 
rates were intended to attract at least 
a part of the traffic of Providence- 
Philadelphia Dispatch, Inc., a freight 
forwarder. The division said the re- 
spondents had presented no cost data or 
rate comparisons from which the com- 
pensatory nature of the proposed rates 
could be determined and that it followed 
that the proposed rates might not re- 
ceive its approval. 


Furniture, Etc. 


I. and S. M-9601, Counters, Desks, 
Tables—Grand Rapids, Mich., to Indi- 
ana-Ohio. By division 3. Modified pre- 
cedure followed. Schedules ordered can- 
celed on or before December 17, on not 
less than one day’s notice, on finding not 
shown just and reasonable proposed re- 
duced less-truckload commodity rates on 
counters, desks, and tables from Grand 
Rapids, Mich., to points in Indiana and 
Ohio. The division said that on request 
of Michigan Express, Inc., and National 
Transit Corp., the Central States Motor 
Freight Bureau published, effective April 
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22, the reduced rates from Grand Rapids, 
Mich., to 15 points in Indiana and Ohio. 
On protest of the bureau, it said, oper- 
ation of the schedules was suspended to 
and including November 21. The pro- 
posed rates, it added, were based on 
Class 85 when the commodities were 
set up and Class 70 when knocked down 
or folded flat. Based on weights, for 
example, the division said, of un- 
der 2,000 pounds and 5,000 pounds or 
over, they represented reductions of 32 
to 108 cents and 26 to 88 cents, respec- 
tively, when set up, and 33 to 51 cents 
and 27 to 43 cents, respectively, when 
knocked down. Inasmuch as the record 
was devoid of helpful rate comparisons 
or of cost data relating to the considered 
movements, the division said, it was un- 
able to appraise the compensativeness 
of the proposed rates. 


Glass 


I. and S. M-9609, Glass—Pittsburgh, 
Pa., Area to Chicago, Ill. By division 2. 
Modified procedure followed. Order of 
suspension vacated and set aside and 
proceeding discontinued sn finding just 
and reasonable a rate of 70 cents a 100 
pounds, minimum 30,000 pounds, on glass, 
window, other than plate, from Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., and nearby points, to Chicago, 
Ill. The division said the rate was filed 
to become effective April 22, and later, 
by carirers parties to a tariff of the 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
but that on protest of the bureau opera- 
tion of the schedules was suspended to 
and including November 21. The divi- 
sion said the proposed rate was pub- 
lished at the request of Transport Motor 
Express, Inc., and amounted to the 
elimination of a 7 per cent general 
increase which became effective March 
21. The proponent contended that the 
proposed rate was necessary to regain 
this traffic, which it needed to correct 
an unbalanced operation, the division 
said. It explained that because of the 
7 per cent increase, the shipper ceased 
to ship to Chicago from the Pennsyl- 
vania origins and was attempting to 
supply the Chicago area from its plant 
at Okmulgee, Okla. The division said 
that the protestant did not file a state- 
ment of facts, but was permitted to file 
a brief in lieu thereof. It said that 
proponent’s cost evidence, although un- 
supported by underlying data, constituted 
prime facie evidence that the proposed 
rate would be reasonably compensatory, 
which, in view of the protestant’s failure 
to submit any evidence, stood unrebutted. 
Commissioner Freas, dissenting, said that 
he did not consider that a prima facie 
showing had been made that the proposed 
rate would be compensatory. He also 
said that rates which relied on the added 
traffic theory had been condemned 
repeatedly. 
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* MC-1504, Sub. 139, Atlantic Grey- 
hound Corp., Charleston, W.Va., Exten- 
sion—Dale, S.C. Certificate granted. 
Passengers and their baggage, and ex- 
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press and newspapers, in the same ve- 
hicle with passengers, over a regular 
route between specified points in South 
Carolina. 

* MC-30061, Sub. 3, Joseph Bedner, dba 
Joseph Bedner Transfer Line, Sun 
Prairie, Wis., Extension—General com- 
modities. Certificate granted. Over ir- 
regular routes, general commodities, with 
exceptions, between Madison and Sun 
Prairie, Wis., on the one hand, and, 
East Bristol, Wis., on the other. 

* MC-43716, Sub. 22, Bigge Drayage Co., 
Oakland, Calif., Extension—Special 
Equipment. Certificate granted. Over 
irregular routes, heavy commodities, be- 
tween points in a specified area in 
California. 

* MC-112846, Sub. 15, Clare M. Mar- 
shall, Inc., Oil City, Pa., Extension—Suf- 
fern, N.Y., Certificate granted. Over 
irregular routes, petroleum white min- 
eral oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Petrolia, Pa., to Suffern, N.Y. 

* MC-116526, Sub. 2, Jasper O. Goslin, 
Emmett, Ida., Common Carrier. Cer- 
tificate granted. Over irregular routes, 
dehydrated sugar beet pulp, from Nyssa, 
Ore., to points in Gem County, Ida. 

* MC-116783, Carl Krebs, Fort Thomas, 
Ky., Contract Carrier. Certificate 
granted on determining that proposed 
operations are those of a common car- 
rier. Sand, crushed stone, lime and 
gravel, in dump vehicles, from points in 
Anderson Township, Hamilton County, 
O., to points in Campbell County, Ky., 
over irregular routes. 

MC-116474, P. J. Leavitt and Sons, 
Springfield, Ore., Contract Carrier. Per- 
mit granted. Specified commodities, from 
Eugene, Ore., and points within five 
miles thereof, to points in certain coun- 
ties in Calif. and Nev., over irregular 
r 


‘outes. 
MC-75320, Sub. 78, Campbell Sixty-Six 
Express, Inc., Springfield, Mo., Exten- 


sion — Alternate Route. Certificate 
granted. General commodities, with 
exceptions, between Jackson, Miss., and 
@ point approximately two miles west of 
New Orleans, La., over a described alter- 
nate route. 

MC-110875, Sub. 4, A. L. Gould and 
Carl Talbot, dba Gould and Talbot, 
Streator, Ill, Extension—Streator, Il. 
Certificate granted. Pallets and related 
commodities from points in Ia., Minn., 
Neb., S.D., and Mo., to Streator, IIl., 
over irregular routes. 


MC-38170, Sub. 16, White Star Truck- 
ing, Inc., Lincoln Park, Mich., Exten- 
sion—Off-Route Point. Certificate grant- 
ed. General commodities, with excep- 
tions, serving the site.of the Euclid divi- 
sion of General Motors Corp., plant, 
located on Ohio highway 91, as an off- 
route point in connection with appli- 
cant’s authorized regular-route opera- 
tions. 

* MC-78118, Sub. 5, Wilbur H. Johns, 
Lancaster, Pa., Extension—Oil City, Pa. 
Certificate denied. Petroleum products 
in containers, and advertising material, 
from Oil City, Pa., and points within 
five miles thereof, to Baltimore, Md., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., and empty con- 
tainers on return, over irregular routes. 

* MC-52709, Sub. 68, Ringsby Truck 
Lines, Inc., Denver, Colo., Extension— 
Nevada. Certificate granted for five 
years. Dangerous explosives between 
Lathrop Wells, Nev., and Las Vegas, 
Nev., over a specified regular route, 
serving the site of the US. Atomic 


Energy Project near Indian Springs, 
Nev., as an off-route point, with re- 
strictions. 

MC-106965, Sub. 101, M. I. O’Boyle & 
Son, Inc., Washington, D.C., Extension— 
Jersey City and Hillside, N.J. 
tificate granted. Flavoring and coating 
syrups in bulk, in tank vehicle, from 
Jersey City and Hillside, N.J., to points 
in Ala., Fla., Ga., Ind., N.C., S.C., Tenn., 
Va., W.Va. and DC., over irregular 
routes 

*MC-115162, Sub. 16, Walter Poole, 
dba Poole Truck Line, Evergreen, Ala., 
Extension—New Furniture. Certificate 
granted. Over irregular routes, new fur- 
niture, uncrated, from Frisco City, Ala., 
to points in 19 states and the District of 
Columbia. 

*MC-110505, Sub. 27, Ringle Truck 
Lines, Inc., Fowler, Ind., Extension—Nu- 
merous States. Certificate granted. Over 
irregular routes, (1) stationary engines 
and tractors or tractor engines (not in- 
cluding tractors with vehicle beds, bed 
frames or fifth wheels), and parts and 
attachments, when transported in the 
same vehicle, from Waterloo and Du- 
buque, Ia., to Washington, D.C., and 
points in 20 states, (2) agricultural ma- 
chinery and implements, other than 
hand, and parts therefor when trans- 
ported in the same vehicle, from Des 
Moines, Ia., to Washington, D.C., and 
points in 21 states, and (3) damaged or 
defective shipments of those commodi- 
ties, on return. 

* MC-106887, Sub. 8, A. D. Ray Truck- 
ing, Rock Springs, Wyo., Extension— 
Heavy Machinery. Certificate denied. 
Heavy machinery and_ contractors’ 
equipment, materials and supplies, other 
than cement, between certain points in 
Wyo., Utah and Colo. 

MC-12635, Sub. 1, D. T. O’Neal, dba 
O’Neal Travel Service, St. Louis, Mo. 
Broker. License granted. Broker of 
transportation by motor vehicle of pas- 
sengers and their baggage, in round-trip, 
all expense tours, beginning and ending 
at St. Louis, Mo., and extending to points 
in Ill., Ind., and Mo. 

MC-346, Sub. 1, Marvin Cudney, Falls 
City, Neb., Extension—Lumber. Over ir- 
regular routes, lumber and building ma- 
terials from St. Joseph, Mo., to points 
in Richardson County, Neb., over irregu- 
lar routes. 


MC-104340, Sub 128, Leaman Trans- 
portation Co., Inc., Downingtown, Pa. 
Extension—Ports on Niagara and St. 
Lawrence Rivers. Certificate granted. 
Fuel oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
specified ports of entry on or adjacent to 
the U.S.-Canada boundary line, to points 
in specified counties in New York, over 
irregular routes. 

MC-107409, Sub. 10, Ratliff and Ratliff, 
Inc., Wadesboro, N.C., Extension—Flori- 
da. Certificate granted. Over irregular 
routes, lumber, except plywood, veneer, 
built-up wood and flooring, from points 
in certain counties in N.C. and S.C., to 
points in 12 states. 


* MC-116573, Ralph Arrasmith, Chris- 
man, Ill, Common Carrier. Certificate 
granted. Over irregular routes, aggre- 
gates, brick (crushed or ground), cement, 
cinders, clay, coal, concrete (broken or 
batch), gravel, lime, limestone (crushed 
or ground), sand, and stone, in dump 
trucks, from points in Parke, Putnam, 
Vermillion, and Vigo counties, Ind., to 
points in Edgar County, Ill., except ce- 
ment from Putnam County to points in 
Edgar County. 

* MC-116544, Wilson Brothers Truck 
Line, Inc., Carthage, Mo., Common Car- 
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rier. Certificate denied. Petroleum lub- 
ricating oils and greases, in containers, 
from points in the Kansas City, Mo.- 
Kansas City, Kan. commercial zone to 
points in Florida and a specified part of 
Georgia, over irregular routes. 

MC-116538, Sub. 1, Francis A. Dutfio, 
Croghan, N.Y., Common Carrier. Cer- 
tificate granted. Lumber, from points 
in Delaware, Jefferson, Lewis, Montgom- 
ery, Oneida, and Schoharie counties, 
N.Y., to points in New Hampshire north 
of New Hampshire Highway 9, over ir- 
regular routes. Commissioner McPher- 
son noted a dissent. 

MC-116515, Kenneth G. Abert and 
Madeline W. Abert, dba Abert Lumber 
Express, Shawano, Wis., Contract Car- 
rier. Permit granted. Lumber, laminated 
panels, pallets, and millwork, over ir- 
regular routes, from Neopit, Wis., to 
points in the upper peninsula of Michi- 
gan and in Minnesota on and east of 
US. Highway 71, under contract with 
Menominee Indian Mills. 

* MC-116483, Ed Johnson, Menominee. 
Mich., Common Carrier. Certificate 
denied. Rough green lumber, between 
points in the upper peninsula of Michi- 
gan and points in Marinette, Oconto, 
Brown, Outagamie, and Milwaukee 
counties, Wis. 

MC-116464, Leo C. Hagg, dba Hagg’s 
Trailer Sales, Umatilla, Ore., Common 
Carrier. Certificate denied. House trail- 
ers designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles, in secondary movements, 
by truckaway, between points in Oregon 
and points in Wash., Idaho, Calif., Nev., 
and Ariz., over irregular routes. 

* MC-116419, Albert Capone Trucking, 
Inc., New York, N.¥., Contract Carrier. 
Permit granted. Over irregular routes, 
record changer machines,. and solder, 
from points in a specified part of the 
New York City commercial zone (the 
so-called exempt zone), to Port Wash- 
ington, L.I., N.Y., under contract with 
the British Industries Corp. 

* MC-116319, Midland-Pacific Trans- 
port, Inc., Seattle, Wash., Common Car- 
rier, embracing MC-116319, Sub. 1, Mid- 
land-Pacific Transport, Inc., Extension— 
Sand. Certificate denied in title case; 
granted in Sub. 1. In title case, building 
materials, except cement, in bulk, in tank 
equipment, between points in nine Oregon 
counties and points in Washington and 
a specified part of Idaho, over irregular 
routes, restricted to traffic moving to or 
from points in British Columbia. In em- 
braced case, rock, sand, gravel, and ag- 
gregates, in bulk, in dump vehicles, be- 
tween points in 10 Washington counties 
and points in 10 Idaho counties, over 
irregular routes. 

MC-116085, Friskney and Harding 
Trucking, Inc., Kendallville, Ind., Con- 
tract Carrier. Permit granted. Over ir- 
regular routes, printed autographic reg- 
ister paper and related commodities from 
Sturgis, Mich., to Corinth, Miss., and 
from Sturgis to Middle Village, N.Y., and 
South Hackensack, N.J., under contract 
for National Carbon Coated Paper Co. 

MC-114737, Sub. 4, O. A. Woody, Lub- 
bock, Tex., Extension—Theater Supplies, 
Materials, and Equipment. Certificate 
granted. Specified motion-picture-related 
commodities between specified points in 
Tex., N.M., and Okla., and newspapers 
from Hobbs, N.M., to Kermit and Wink, 
Tex., with restrictions. 

* MC-114569, Sub. 12 Shaffer Trucking, 
Inc., Elizabethville, Pa., Extension— 
Canned Goods. Certificate granted, with 
authority for dual operations. Over ir- 
regular routes, (1) canned goods, from 
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Berryville, Va., to points in: Ia., Mich., 
Minn., Mo., and Wis., and (2) canned 
goods and vinegar, in containers, from 
Winchester, Va., to points in Ia., Mich., 
Minn., Mo., and Wis., and from points 
in Adams and Franklin counties, Pa., to 
points in Minn. and Wis. 

* MC-112497, Sub. 89, Hearin Tank 
Lines, Inc., Baton Rouge, La., Extension 
—Beta Pinene. Certificate granted. Beta 
pinene, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Hattiesburg, Miss., and Brunswick, Ga., 
to Mobile, Ala., over irregular routes. 

MC-111159, Sub. 33, Miller Petroleum 
Transporters, Ltd., Jackson, Miss., Ex- 
tension—Anhydrous Ammonia and Fer- 
tilizer. Certificate granted. Over irregular 
routes, (1) nitric acid, dry fertilizer, and 
fertilizer solutions, in bulk, in tank or 
hopper-type vehicles, from the Mississippi 
Chemical Corp. plant site near Yazoo 
City, Miss., to points in Ala., Ark., Fla., 
Ga., La., and Tenn.; (2) anhydrous am- 
monia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
above-named plant to points in Ark. and 
La., except those within 150 miles of 
Henderson, Tex., and to points in Ala., 
Fla., Ga., and Tenn., and (3) dry fer- 
tilizer and fertilizer and ammonium ni- 
trate, in bulk, in hopper-type vehicles, 
from the Coastal Chemical Corp. plant 
site near Pascagoula, Miss., to points in 
Ala., Ark., Fla., Ga., La., and Tenn, 

MC-110525, Sub. 331, Chemical Tank 
Lines, Inc., Downingtown, Pa., Extension 
—Leominster. Certificate granted. Methyl 
acetate-methanol mixtures, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Leominster, Mass., 
to points in Md. and N.C., over irregular 
routes. 

MC-107107, Sub. 80, Alterman Trans- 
port Lines, Inc., Miami, Fla., Extension 
—Canned Citrus Products, embracing 
MC-107107, Sub. 81, Same, Same, and 
MC-105813, Sub. 28, Belford Trucking Co., 
Inc., Same. Certificates denied. In all 
cases, over irregular routes, canned citrus 
products from Lakeland, Fla., and points 
in Florida within 100 miles thereof, to 
points in specified states. 

* MC-60076, Sub. 15, V. F. Warner and 
Sons, Champaign, Ill., Extension—Con- 
crete Mixing Equipment. Certificate 
denied. Bulk concrete mixing equipment 
(new) and related commodities requir- 
ing flatbed equipment, except commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment or han- 
dling because of size or weight, from 
Champaign, Ill., to all points in the 
United States, over irregular routes. 

* MC-41432, Sub. 76, East Texas Motor 
Freight Lines, Inc., Dallas, Tex., Ex- 
tension—Texas. Certificate granted. 
General commodities, with exceptions, 
between Clevelund and Rye, Tex., over 
Texas Highway 105, serving all inter- 
Mediate points. 

* MC-80428, Sub. 23, H. L. & F. Mc- 
Bride, Goshen, N.Y., Extension — Erie 
County, Pa. Certificate granted. Feed, 
fertilizer and lime, in bulk, in tank vehi- 
cles, from Buffalo, N.Y., to points in 
Erie, Crawford, Warren, McKean, Pot- 
ter and Tioga counties, Pa., over irregu- 
lar routes. 

MC-116198, Don’s Trucking, Inc., 
Georgetown Ill., Common Carrier. Cer- 
tificate granted and dual operations ap- 
proved. Lumber, from specified points in 
Ala., Ark., La., and Miss., to points in 
described counties in western Indiana 
and eastern Illinois, over irregular routes. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


Report and order in F. D. No. 19949, Chi- 
cago Great Western Railway Co. Stock Divi- 
dend, granting authority to issue not exceed- 


ing 9,263 shares of common stock of the par 
value of $50 each, to be distributed as a 
stock dividend upon applicant’s common 
stock on the basis of one additional share 
for each 40 shares outstanding or reserved for 
issuance. Approved. 


MOTOR FINANCE CASES 


MC-F-5695, Law & Ingham Transportation 
Co., Inc.—Purchase—Howe Trans., Inc. On 
further hearing, purchase by Law & Ingham 
Transportation Co., Inc., of Nashua, N.H., 
of the operating rights of Howe Trans., Inc., 
also of Nashua, and acquisition by Vernice 
W. Law, Rosalie B. Law and George B. Law, 
of control of the operating rights through 
the purchase, approved and authorized. 
Prior report, dated July 1, 1955, reversed. 

* 


MC-F-6347, Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc.— 
Control—Robinson Transfer Motor Lines, Inc. 
Acquisition by the Mason & Dixon Lines, Inc., 
of Kingsport, Tenn., of control of Robinson 
Transfer Motor Lines, Inc., also of Kings- 
port, through purchase of capital stock, and, 
in turn, by E. Ward King, E. William King, 
John R. King and Margaret K. Norris, 
through such acquisition, approved and au- 
thorized, subject to conditions. 

* * 


MC-F-6497, United Truck Lines, Inc.—Con- 
trol and Merger—Apple City Transfer Co., 
Inc. Acquisition by United Truck Lines, 
Inc., of Spokane, Wash., of control of Apple 
City Transfer Co., Inc., of Wenatchee, Wash., 
through purchase of its capital stock, merger 
into the former of the operating rights and 
property of the latter for ownership, man- 
agement and operation and acquisition by 
John Manlowe of control of the operating 
rights and property through the transaction, 
approved and authorized. 

* - ae 

MC-F-6696, John Vogel, Inc.—Control and 
Merger—Mayberry Motor Freight, Inc., and 
Brown’s Express, Inc. Application of John 
Vogel, Inc., of Albany, N.Y., for temporary 
operation of the motor carrier rights and 
properties of Mayberry Motor Freight, Inc., 
also of Albany, and of Brown’s Express, Inc., 
of Pittsfield, Mass., granted, with condi- 
tions. 

* * x 

MC-F-6727, P & M Auto Transport, Inc. of 
Illinois—Purchase—Martin L. Speck and Paul 
W. Snyder, Inc. Application of P & M Auto 
Transport, Inc., of Illinois, of Lebanon, Pa., 
for temporary operation of the motor carrier 
rights and properties of Martin L. Speck, of 
Dillsburg, Pa., and of Paul W. Snyder, Inc., of 
Carlisle, Pa., granted, with conditions. 

- . * 

MC-F-6733, Blair Transit Co.—Purchase— 
Hollywood Cartage Co., Inc. (Francis B. 
Crowley, Receiver). Application .of Blair 
Transit Co., of Saginaw, Mich., for tem- 
porary operation of the motor carrier rights 
and properties of Hollywood Cartage Co., Inc. 
(Francis B. Crowley, receiver), of Detroit, 
Mich., granted with conditions. 


ORDERS 


East-Southwest ‘Piggyback’ 
Rate Proposals Suspended 


The Commission, Board of Suspension, 
has suspended the operation of new 
“piggyback” tariff schedules applying be- 
tween the eastern seaboard and Texas 
points. By an order in I. and S. No. 
6834, Piggyback Rates—Between East 
and Texas, the board suspended from 
November 14 to and including June 13 
tariffs published by eastern-southwestern 
railroads (T.W., Nov. 9, p. 19). 


The suspended schedules were pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 28 and 31 to 
I.C.C. No. 4242 and supplements Nos. 9 
and 10 to I.C.C. No. 4256 of Agent F. C. 
Kratzmeir. 


The board said the suspended sched- 


ules proposed new and reduced trailer- 
on-flat-car volume commodity rates on 
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various commodities for various mini- 
mum weights from points in New Eng- 
land and Trunk Line territories to Dallas 
and Fort Worth, Tex. The schedules also 
contained reduced rates on new or old 
cotton bags, minimum 30,000 pounds, 
from Dallas and Fort Worth to Balti- 
more, Md., which the board said, was 
the sole provision made on northbound 
traffic. 

The rates were assailed by intercoastal 
water carriers as destructive to rail- 
water, rail-water-rail and _ trailership 
operations. 


Cancellation of Waterman’s 
Operating Rights Affirmed 


The Commission has refused to recon- 
sider its decision last July holding that 
Malcom P. McLean did not unlawfully 
acquire control of the Waterman Steam- 
ship Corp. 

Acting on a petition of the Atlantic 
Coast Line Railroad Co. and other pro- 
testants and interveners, the Commis- 
sion, by an order, denied a request for 
reconsideration of its decision in MC-F- 
5976, Investigation of Control—McLean 
Trucking Co. and Pan-Atlantic Steam- 
ship Corp., and related proceedings 
(T.W., July 20, p. 49). 

The proceedings involved allegations, 
among others, that Mr. McLean, who 
controlled the Pan-Atlantic Steamship 
Corp., acquired control of Waterman 
Steamship Corp. in violation of section 
411(a) (1). 

Waterman had attempted to “sur- 
render” its operating rights on April 21, 
1955, before the actual control took place. 
However, the Commission refused to 
accept the tender. 


In its report, the Commission held that 
the rights should have been accepted. 
Therefore, it said, Waterman was not a 
“carrier” subject to the interstate com- 
merce act when Mr. McLean acquired 
control, and hence he did not violate 
section 411(a)(1) by virtue of such 
acquisition. 

However, the Commission concluded in 
its report that under the circumstances 
it would enter an order in W-338 and sub- 
humbered proceedings canceling the 
ninth amended certificate issued to 
Waterman, effective April 21, 1955. 


In the instant order, the Commission 
said that the material matters set forth 
in the petition had been considered by 
the Commission, and it discussed in its 
report. The Commission added that no 
hearing under the interstate commerce 
act or the administrative procedure act 
was required before the ninth amended 
certificate of Waterman was canceled, 
effective on its tender to the secretary 
of the Commission on April 21, 1955, 
“and that the petition presented no facts 
or substantial arguments which war- 
ranted reconsideration of the said re- 
port and orders.” 


The cases embraced in the instant 
order were W-388, Waterman Steamship 
Corp., Common Carrier Application; W- 
388, Sub. 1, Same, Extension—Yaquina 
Bay; W-388, Sub. 2, Same, Extension— 
Passengers; W-388, Sub. 4, Same, Exten- 
sion—California Eastbound; W-388, Sub. 
6, Same, Extension—California East- 


bound (2); W-388, Sub. 7, Same, Exten- 
sion—California Eastbound (3); W-388, 
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, We sincerely appreciate every car of freight routed via T.P.&W. Why? For one 








thing, your business helps us keep improving our transportation “plant”- helps us 
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provide even better service to shippers. Only with your confidence can we grow. 
Secondly, and more significant, the vast majority of cars that we handle is | 


overhead business. We get them from one railroad and deliver them to another. 
Shippers use us, not because they have to, but because they want to. 

So - when we say “thanks” we’re telling you that we never forget for one minute 
that T.P.&W. is a railroad that will get your cars only as long as we continue to 
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deserve them. We hope that this will never change. 
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Sub. 9, Same, Extension—Passengers 
(2); W-383, Christenson Steamship Co., 
Common Carrier Application; and W- 
384, Sudden and Christenson (Arrow 
Line), Common Carrier Application. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


Designation of a tariff below does not 


mean that all schedules in it have been 
suspended by the Commission. Suspen- 
sion orders contain many schedules not 
reproduced here. Details of such orders 
are published in The Traffic Bulletin. 





I. and S. No. 6831, Retail Merchandise— 
New York, N.Y., to Texas, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 13 to and including June 
12 schedules published in supplement No. 
54 to I.C.C.-FF No. 62 of T. J. Fox, agent. 

- The suspended schedules propose to es- 
tablish new freight forwarder commod- 
ity rates on hats, clothing and retail 
merchandise, minimum 1,500 pounds, 
from New York, N.Y., to Dallas and Fort 
Worth, Tex. 

L. and S. No. 6832, Printing Presses and 
Bases—N.Y. and N.J. to Buffalo, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 13 to and in- 
cluding June 12 schedules published in 
supplement 31 to tariff I.C.C. 24619 of the 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Rail- 
road Co., New York, N.Y. The suspended 
schedules propose reduced minimum 
weights on printing presses and iron or 
steel structural bases, from Middlesex 
and Plainfield, NJ., and New York, 
N.Y., to Buffalo, N.Y. 

I. and S. No. 6833, Confectionery— 
Pittsburgh, Pa., to Chicago, Ill, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 14 to and in- 
cluding June 13 schedules published in 
tariff I.C.C. No. 1345 of the Bessemer & 
Lake Erie Railroad Co. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a reduced 
minimum weight in connection with 
candy, chocolate confectionery or related 
articles, moving in _ trailer-on-flat-car 
service, from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Chicago, 
Til. 

I. and S. M-10449, Cooling Machines, 
Etc.—_N.Y. to Md. and D.C., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 9 to and including June 
8 schedules published in supplement No. 
2 to tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 3 of Richard 
Hunt, agent. The suspended schedules 
proposed to establish new motor common 
carrier commodity rates on cooling or 
freezing machines, minima 23,000 and 
30,000 pounds, and on coolers, dehumidi- 
fiers, air cleaners, etc., minimum 30,000 
pounds, from New York, N.Y., to Balti- 
more, Md., and Washington, D.C. 

I. and S. M-10450, Zinc Ingots—Ama- 
rillo, Tex:, to Sand Springs, Okla., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 12 to and includ- 
ing June 11 schedules published in 
supplement No. 15 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 278 of J. D. Hughett, agent Dallas, 
Tex. The suspended schedules propose 
a new motor common carrier commodity 
rate on zinc or zinc alloy ingots, pigs or 
slabs, volume minimum 60,000 pounds, 
from Amarillo, Tex., to Sand Springs, 
Okla., in lieu of present higher class rates. 

I. and S. M-1045i, Iron or Steel—Be- 
tween Chicago and Middletown, O., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 11 to and includ- 


ing June 10, schedules published on 
ninth revised page 54-E to tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 19 of Sims Motor Transport 
Lines, Inc., Riverdale, Ill. The suspended 
schedules propose a reduced motor com- 
mon carrier commodity rate on iron and 
steel articles, minimum 32,000 pounds, 
between Chicago, Ill., and Middletown, 
oO. 

I. and S. M-10452, Rubber—St. Francis 
to Houston, Tex., the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from Novem- 
ber 9 to and including June 8, schedules 
published in supplements Nos. 19 and 
20 to MF-I.C.C. No. 271 of J. D. Hughett, 
agent, Dallas, Tex. The suspended sched- 
ules propose a new motor common car- 
rier commodity rate on crude rubber, 
minimum 35,000 pounds, from St. Fran- 
cis to Houston, Tex., for export, in lieu 
of a higher class rate. 

I. and §S. M.-10453, Scrap Aluminum— 
Norfolk, Va., to New Jersey, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspend- 
ed from November 11 to and including 
June 10 schedules published in supple- 
ment No. 67 to MF-I.C.C. No. 32 of 
G. F. Morgan, Sr., agent, Washington, 
D.C. The suspended schedules proposed 
to establish a new motor common Ccar- 
rier commodity rate on scrap aluminum, 
in ingots, for resmelting purposes only, 
minimum 20,000 pounds, from Norfolk, 
Va., to Carteret and Perth Amboy, NJ. 

I. and S. M-10454, Class Rates—Be- 
tween Atlantic City, N.J., and N.J., N.Y., 
and Pa., the Commission, Board of Sus- 
pension, suspended from November 12 
to and including June 11, schedules pub- 
lished in supplements Nos. 94 and 97 to 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-760 of Middle Atlantic 
Conference, agent. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish reduced 
motor common carrier class rates between 
the Atlantic City, N.J., rate group, on the 
one hand, and, on the other hand, 
various New Jersey, New York, and 
Pennsylvania rate groups 

I. and S. M-10455, Pyrohyllite or seri- 
cite—Aspers, Pa., to New York, N.Y., 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from November 11 to and in- 
cluding June 10, schedules published in 
supplement No. 22 to MF-I.C.C. No. 17 
issued in the adopted series of Miller’s 
Motor Freight, Inc., York Pa. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish, 
presumably in lieu of a presently effec- 
tive class rate, a new reduced motor 
common carrier truckload commodity 
rate, minimum 36,000 pounds, on crude 
pyrophylitte or sericite, pulverized or 
pe from Aspers, Pa., to New York 


I. and S. M-10456, Motors, Electric— 
DeKalb, Ill., to St. Joseph, Mich., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 11 to and in- 
cluding June 10, schedules published 
in supplements Nos. 8 and 12 to MF- 
I.C.C. No. 870 issued by Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau, Inc., agent, Chi- 
cago, Ill. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a reduced motor 
common carrier truckload commodity 
rate on motors, electric or parts, mini- 
mum 30,000 pounds, from DeKalb, IIl., to 
St. Joseph, Mich. 

I. and 8S. M-10457, Granite and Ma- 
chinery—Between Wis. and Minn., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 10 to and in- 
cluding June 9, schedules published in 
supplement No. 6 to MF-I.C.C. No. 5, is- 
sued by Oscar C. Radke, doing business 
as Radke Transit, Schofield, Wis. The 
suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish reduced motor common carrier rates 
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in both less-than-truckload and truck- 
load quantities, the latter subject to 
minimum weight of 20,000 pounds, on 
rough and finished granite, quarrying 
and fabricating supplies and machinery, 
to apply between points in Marathon 
County, Wis., on the one hand, and 
specifically named points in Minnesota, 
and Wisconsin, on the other. 

I. and S. M-10458, Commodities—Be- 
tween Md., Mass., N.H., N.J., N.Y., Pa., 
Va., and W.Va., the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from Novem- 
ber 11 to and including June 10, sched- 
ules published in supplement No. 67 to 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 32 of G. F. Morgan, 
Sr., agent. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new or reduced mo- 
tor common carrier less-than-truckload 
and truckioad commodity rates on vari- 
ous commodities, from or to Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Virginia. 

I. and S. M-10459, Magazines—Phila- 
delphia, Pa., to Cincinnati, O., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 10 to and includ- 
ing June 9 schedules published in MF- 
I.C.C. 30 of Atlantic Freight Lines, Inc., 
Uniontown, Pa. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish a reduced motor 
common carrier commodity rate, mini- 
mum 32,000 pounds, on magazines, or pe- 
riodicals, magazine parts or sections and 
newspaper supplements, from Philadel- 
phia, Pa., to Cincinnati, O. 

I. and S. M-10460, Canned Foodstuffs, 
L.T.L.—New York, N.Y., to Newburgh, 
N.Y., the Commission, Board of Suspen- 
sion, suspended from November 12 to 
and including June 11 schedules pub- 
lished in supplement No. 94 to MF-I.C.C, 
No. A-760 of Middle Atlantic Conference, 
agent, Washington, D.C. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
canned foodstuffs from New York, zones 
1 and 2 and points subject to those bases, 
to Newburgh, N.Y. 

I. and §. M-10461, Chemicals From 
Garfield, N.J., to Gloversville and 
Johnstown, N.Y., the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from Novem- 
ber 12 to and including June 11, sched- 
ules published in supplement No. 94 to 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-760 of the Middle At- 
lantic Conference, agent, Washington, 
D.C. The suspended schedules propose 
to establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on formic acid, in 
drums, and on sodium formite, in bags 
and drums, with minimum weight of 
23,000 pounds, to alternate with mini- 
mum weight of 30,000 pounds, from Gar- 
field, N.J., to Gloversville and Johnstown, 
N.Y. 

I. and S. M-10462, Plastic Articles, Car- 
pets—Within Central Territory, the Com- 
mission Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 10 to and including June 
9 schedules published in MF-I.C.C. No. 
30 of Atlantic Freight Lines, Inc., Union- 
town, Pa. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose new motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on plastic articles, N.O.1., 
less-truckload, from Columbus, O., to 
Pittsburgh, Pa. and Wheeling, W.Va., 
and floor coverings from Cincinnati, O.. 
to Pittsburgh and Washington, Pa. 

I. and S. M-10463, Refrigeration Ma- 
chinery—Michigan to Galesburg, Ill, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 10 to and includ- 
ing June 9 schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 27 to MF-I.C.C. No. 868 of 
Central States Motor Freight Bureau, 
Inc., agent, Chicago, Ill. The suspended 
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schedules propose to establish new motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
refrigerating machinery, minimum 30,000 
pounds, from Detroit and Tecumseh, 
Mich., to Galesburg, Ill. 

I. and S. M-10464, Petroleum Toluene 
and Xylol—Louisiana to Tennessee, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from November 13 to and 
in supplement. No. 50 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
including June 12 schedules published 
in Supplement No. 50 to tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 865 of Southern Motor Carriers 
Rate Conference, agent, Atlanta, Ga. 
The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new commodity rates on pe- 
troleum toluene and petroleum xylol, 
in packages, minimum weight 26,000 
pounds, from certain points in Lou- 
isiana to certain points in Tennessee. 

I. and S. M-10465, Edible Flour— 
Kansas City, Mo., to Chicago, Ill, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 13 to and in- 
cluding June 12 schedules published in 
supplements 63 and 68 to Middlewest 
Motor Freight Bureau, agent, tariff 
MF-I.C.C. 280. The suspended sched- 
ules propose to establish a reduced mo- 
tor common carrier commodity rate on 
edible flour, minimum 40,000 : pounds, 
from Kansas City, Mo., to Chicago, Ill. 

I. and S. M-10466, Boots or Shoes— 
Columbus, O., to Detroit, Mich., the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 13 to and including June 
12 schedules published in supplements 
Nos. 3 and 4 to MF-I.C.C. No. 14 of 
D. T. & C., Inc., Columbus, O. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates, less-than-truckload and truckloads, 
on boots, shoes, or boot or shoe findings, 
from Columbus, O., to Detroit, Mich. 

I, and S. M-10467, Fire Brick—Gary, 
Ind., to Illinois, the Commission, Board 
of Suspension, suspended from November 
13 to and including June 12 schedules 
published in supplement No. 4 to MF- 
1LC.C. No. 2 of Chicago Area Truck Lines, 
Inc., Chicago, Ill. The suspended sched- 
ules propose reduced motor common car- 
rier commodity rates on firebrick, mini- 
mum 30,000 pounds, from Gary, Ind., 
to six points in Illinois, shipper to load 
and consignee to unload the shipments. 


I. and S. M-10468, Cleaning, Scouring 
Compounds — Chicago, Ill., to Fargo, 
N.D., the Commission, Board of Suspen- 
sion, suspended from November 13, to 
and including June 12 schedules pub- 
lished in supplement 42 to MF-I.C.C. 
282, issued by the Middlewest Motor 
Freight Bureau, agent, of Kansas City, 
Mo. The suspended schedules propose to 
establish a new motor common carrier 
commodity rate on cleaning, scouring or 
washing compounds, peanut butter, lard 
compounds, vegetable oil shortening, 
soap and soap powders, minimum 
weight 36,000 pounds, from Chicago, IIl., 
to Fargo, N.D. 

I. and S. M-10469, Aluminum Articles 
—Massena, N.Y., to Texas, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 13 to and including June 
12 schedules published on third revised 
page 89-A of MF-I.C.C. No. 64, issued 
by Pan-Atlantic Steamship Corp., Mo- 
bile, Ala. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish new or reduced motor- 
Water-motor rates on aluminum angles, 
bars, blanks, rods, stampings, wire or 
unfinished shapes, electric cable, extru- 
sions and plate or sheet, minima 30,000 
and 40,000 pounds, from Massena, N.Y., 
to Dallas and Fort Worth, Tex. 


I. and S. M-10470, Grinding Wheels— 




















































































































Worcester, Mass., to Detroit and Flint, 
Mich., the Commission, Board of Sus- 
pension, suspended from November 14 to 
and including June 13, schedules pub- 
lished on first revised page No. 87-B of 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-108 of Transamerican 
Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit, Mich. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates on abrasive grinding wheels, mini- 
mum 25,000 pounds, from Worcester, 
Mass., to Detroit and Flint, Mich. 

I. and S. M-10471, Animal, Poultry 
Feed—Vancouver, B.C., to Pacific Coast, 
the Commission, Board of Suspension, 
suspended from November 14 to and in- 
cluding June 13 schedules published in 
tariff MF-I.C.C. No. 3 of Herrett Truck- 
ing Co., Inc., of Sunnyside, Wash. The 
suspended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier commodity 
rates on animal or poultry feed (copra 
meal, fish meal, distilled corn grain resi- 
dues, and ground refuse screenings), 
minimum weight 40,000 pounds, from 
Vancouver, B.C., Canada, to points in 
Washington, Oregon, California and 
Idaho. 

I. and S. M-10472, Household Products 
Between Points in Indiana, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 15 to and including June 
14 schedules published in tariff MF- 
I.C.C. No. 22 of Indiana Motor Rate & 
Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish 
new motor common carrier distribution 
rates on household products and related 
articles, from Evansville, Fort Wayne, 
Indianapolis, Muncie, New Albany, South 
Bend and Terre Haute, Ind., to points 
in Indiana within 75 miles of each point 
mentioned. 

I. and S. M-10473, Glass—Toledo, O., 
to Indiana, Wisconsin and Illinois, the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 15 to and includ- 
ing June 14 schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 1 to MF-I.C.C. No. 61 of 
Motor Express, Inc., of Indiana, Indian- 
apolis, Ind. The suspended schedules 
propose to establish new motor common 
carrier commodity rates on aircraft, 
automobile and laminated plate glass, 
glazing units and window glass, minimum 
30,000 pounds, from Toledo, O., to points 
in Illinois, Indiana and Wisconsin, to 
alternate with present commodity rates, 
minimum 20,000 pounds. 

I. and S. M-10474, Highway Marking 
Spheres—St. Louis to Warsaw, Ind., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 15 to and in- 
cluding June 14 schedules published on 
twelfth revised page No. 203 of tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. A-111 of Transamerican 
Freight Lines, Inc., Detroit Mich. The 
suspended schedules propose to estab- 
lish new motor common carrier com- 
modity rates on spheres, highway mark- 
ing strip, glass, minima of 20,000 and 
30,000 pounds, from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Warsaw, Ind. 

I. and S. M-10475, Brick—Baltimore 
and Philadelphia to Youngstown, O., the 
Commission, Board of Suspension, sus- 
pended from November 15 to and includ- 
ing June 14 schedules published in sup- 
plement No. 11 to MF-I.C.C. No. 43 of 
the Wilson Freight Forwarding Co., of 
Cincinnati, O. The suspended schedules 
propose to reduce the rates on brick, and 
related articles, minimum weight 30,000 
pounds, from Philadelphia and Plymouth 
Meeting, Pa., and from Baltimore and 
Sparrows Point, Md., to Youngstown, O. 

I. and S. M-10476, Iron and Steel—Con- 
shohocken, Pa., to Ohio and Pennsyl- 
vania, the Commission, Board of Suspen- 
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sion, suspended from November 16 to 
and including June 15 schedules pub- 
lished in supplement No. 229 to tariff 
MF-I.C.C. No. 50 of Motor Carriers 
Tariff Bureau, Inc., agent, Cleveland, 
O. The suspended schedules propose re- 
duced motor common carrier propor- 
tional commodity rates on iron and steel 
articles, as listed, minimum 32,000 
pounds, from Conshohocken, Pa., to 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

I. and S. M-10477, Petroleum Products 
—New Jersey to Philadelphia, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 15 to and including June 
14 schedules published in MF-I.C.C. No. 
3 and supplement No. 1 thereto, of 
K & K Lines, Riverton, N.J. The sus- 
pended schedules propose to establish a 
reduced motor common carrier rate on 
petroleum and petroleum products, min- 
imum 26,000 pounds, from Bayonne, Car- 
teret and Jersey City, N.J., to Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 

I. and S. M-10478, Sand and Gravel— 
Between Points in Delaware and Penn- 
sylvania, the Commission, Board of Sus- 
pension, suspended from November 15 to 
and including June 14 schedules pub- 
lished in supplement 2 to MF-I.C.C. No. 
8 (Elmer E. Miller, series), of Elmer E. 
Miller, Inc., Gradyville, Delaware Coun- 
ty, Pa. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish new common-carrier 
specific commodity rates, minimum 20,- 
000 pounds, on dump truck movements 
of sand and gravel between points in 
Delaware and Pennsylvania. 

I. and S. M-10479, Vehicle Body Sealer 
Compound—Northern Points, the Com- 
mission, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 15 to and including June 
14 schedules published in supplement 
No. 11 to MF-I.C.C. No. 43 of the Wilson 
Freight Forwarding Co., Cincinnati, O. 
The suspended schedules propose to 
establish new motor common carrier 
commodity rates on vehicle body sealer 
or sound deadener compounds, minima 
20,000, 22,000, 23,000, 25,000 and 30,000 
pounds between points in Illinois, Ohio, 
New Jersey, New York and Pennsylvania. 

I. and S. M-10480, Various Commodi- 
ties—Warren G. Shaylor, the Commis- 
sion, Board of Suspension, suspended 
from November 15 to and including June 
14 schedules published in tariff MF-I.C.C. 
No. 2 of Warren G. Shaylor, Oklahoma 
City, Okla. The suspended schedules pro- 
pose to establish new or reduced motor 
common carrier commodity rates on 
iron and steel articles, minimum 10,000 
pounds, from Chicago, Ill., to Muskogee, 
Okla.; on shelled peanuts from Anadarko 
and Weatherford, Okla., to Chicago, 
Centralia and Bloomington, Ill., and St. 
Louis, Mo., and from various Oklahoma 
points to Indianapolis, Ind., and on tile 
facing or flooring, minimum 30,000 
pounds, from Chicago and Joliet, Il. 
to Oklahoma City, Tulsa and Muskogee, 
Okla. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


MC-83539, Sub. 29, C & H Transportation 
Co., Inc. Application dismissed at ap- 
Pplicant’s request. 

= * * 

MC-90144, Sub. 6, Bracy, Inc., Extension— 
Ill. Exceptions of Crouch Bros., Inc., and 
Southwest Freight Lines, Inc. permitted to 
be withdrawn. Recommended order of Aug. 
21 made effective as order of Commission 
as of Oct. 24. 
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MC-95350, Sub. 1, Robert W. Jones and 
Wilma A. Jones, Extension—Oil Field Equip- 
ment. Applicants’ petition for reconsidera- 
tion and further hearing denied. 

- * ” 


I. & S. M-10193, Flour and Sugar—New 
York, N.Y. to N.C. Suspension order of 
Sept. 6 vacated and proceeding discontinued 
as of Nov. 15. 

= ~ . 


MC-F-5975, G. H. McCormick—Control; 
McCormick Dray Line, Inc.—Purchase— 
John Lovell. Period within which authority 
granted by order of July 19, 1956, may be 
exercised, further extended to expire Jan. 
2, 1958. 


- * * 


MC-F-5976, Investigation of Control—Mc- 
Lean Trucking Co. and Pan-Atlantic Steam- 
ship Corp.; W-388, Waterman Steamship 
Corp., Common Carrier Application; W-388, 
Sub. 1, Same, Extension—Yaquina Bay; W- 
388, Sub. 2, Same, Extension—Passengers; 
W-388, Sub. 4, Same, Extension—California 
Eastbound; W-388, Sub. 6, Same, Extension 
—California Eastbound (2); W-388, Sub. 7, 
Same, Extension—California Eastbound (3); 
W-388, Sub. 9, Same, Extension—Passengers 
(2); W-383, Christenson Steamship Co., Com- 
mon Carrier Application; W-384, Sudden and 
Christenson (Arrow Line), Common Carrier 
Application. Petition of Atlantic Coast Line 
RR. Co., et al. for reconsideration denied. 

* = _ 


MC-F-6582, New Dixie Lines, Inc.—Control 
—Jocie Motor Lines, Inc. Proceeding re- 
ferred to Examiner Melvin L. Winson for 
hearing on Dec. 6, at Washington, D.C., 
solely to afford an opportunity for cross- 
examination. 

> * 7 


Finance 19795, Missouri Pacific R.R. Co.— 
Abandonment. Applicant directed to furnish 
for record, a report showing number of rail- 
road ties and rails that have been replaced 
on line involved during years 1952 to 1956, 
inclusive, and first 4 months of 1957, and 
also supply for record cubic yards of earth 
that have been moved to maintain the 
embankments of line in a useable condition 
during said period. 
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No. 31264, Koppers Co., Inc. v. C. & O., 
et al. Complainant’s petition for recon- 
sideration, denied. 


I. & 8S. 6495, Routing—Cancellation— 
Phosphate Rock-SAL-ACL. Protestant’s peti- 
tion for reconsideration of report of Com- 
mission on reconsideration, and for oral 
argument, denied. 


* * ce 


Pending completion of a proposed survey 
in accordance with Public Law 85-163, re- 
defining contract carriers, “interim per- 
mits” have been issued in the following 
proceedings: 

MC-30657, Sub. 8, Dixie Hauling .Co., At- 
lanta, Ga. 

MC-63865, Sub. 6, Harry A. Blades, Inc., 
New York, N.Y. 

MC-113681, Sub. 8, Bakery Products De- 
livery, Inc., Greenwich, Conn. 

MC-115921, Sub. 2, Chemical Salt Service, 
Inc., Springfield, Mass. 


* * * 


MC-55776, Sub. 8 TA, Mid America High- 
way Express, Inc. Applicant’s petition for 
reconsideration of order of Sept. 18, denying 
its application for certain temporary au- 
thority, denied. 


* x * 


MC-96568, Sub. 10, Muskin Trucking Co., 
Extension—Ga.-S.C. Applicant’s petition for 
reconsideration, denied. 


* * + 


MC-107515, Sub. 233, Refrigerated Trans- 
port Co., Inc., Extension—Albert Lea, Minn. 
Applicant’s petition for reconsideration, de- 
nied. 


7 * * 


MC-107515, Sub. 256, Refrigerated Trans- 
port Co., Inc., Extension—Motion of Class 
I Rail Carriers in Western Trunk Line Ter- 
ritory, to make commodity description in ap- 
= more definite and certain, over- 
ruled. 


MC-111069, Sub. 13, Coldway Carriers, Inc., 
Extension—Meat and Meat Products. Ap- 
Pplicant’s petition for reconsideration, de- 
nied. 


MC-116592, Sub. 1, Crew Freight Line. Ap- 
plication dismissed at applicant's request. 
»* o q 


I. & S. M-8507, Chromic Acid & Shades— 
Shirks Motor Express Corp. Proceeding re- 
opened and further ordered that proceeding 
discontinued for reason that the cancella- 
tion of the rate of 87 cents rendered moot 
issues in the proceeding. 

* ~ a 


Respondents having failed to submit their 
statements of facts and arguments under 
modified procedure, the Commission has is- 
sued an order requiring respondents on or 
before forty days from Oct. 31 to cancel the 
suspended schedules on not less than one 
day’s notice and discontinuing the proceed- 
ings in the following: 


I. & S. M-9938, Shoes—Boston, Mass. to 
Columbus, O. 

I. & 8S. M-10075, Various Commodities— 
N.J. to New York City. 

I. & S. M-10106, Printed Matter—Phila- 
delphia, Pa. to Cincinnati, O. 

: & S. M-10107, Canned Goods—Va. to 
Ny 


I. & S. M-10109, Buffing Compounds & 
Floor Covering Between O. & East. 


I. & S. M-10110, Crude Rubber-—Baltimore 
and New York to Ind. 


I. & S. M-10113, Classification Exceptions 
Rating—Scoured Wool. 


I. & S. M-10115, Plastic—Tuscola, Ill. to 
Terre Haute. 


I. & 8S. M-10120, Iron and Steel Articles— 
Between Chicago and Bettendorf. 


I. & S. M-10126, Hot Water Tanks & Boilers 
—Chicago, Ill. to Columbus, O. 


I. & S. M-10132. Pulpboard Boxes—-Twin 
Cities to St. Louis. 


I. & S. M-10134, Bakery Goods—Ia. to Mich. 
and N.Y. 


I. & S. M-10136, Meats, PHP—S. St. Paul. 
Minn. to Buffalo & Pittsburgh. 


I. & S. M-10139, Iron and Steel Articles— 
Twin Cities to Minn. 


I. & S. M-10140, Abrasives—Buffalo, N.Y. to 
Chicago, Ill. 


I. & S. M-10143, Aluminum Foil—Ky. and 
Va. to Central and Eastern Points. 


* ~ * 


I. & S. M-9897, Frozen Citrus Concen- 
trates. Etc., Fla. to Midwest. Order of Aug. 
21 vacating order of July 3, as of Aug. 31, 
vacated and set aside and order of July 3 
to remain in full force and effect. 

= 7. co 


MC-F-6152, United Van Lines, Inc.—Pool- 
ing; MC-F-6265, Acme Movers and Storage, 
Inc., et al.—Control—United Van Lines, Inc. 
Proceedings reopened for reconsideration on 
present record. 

a * a 


MC-F-6295, Tennessee Carolina Transporta- 
tion, Inc.—Lease (Portion)—Hoover Motor 
Express Co., Inc. (Supplemental) Order of 
Nov. 9, 1956, supplemented to authorize re- 
newal on same terms and conditions set 
forth therein of lease by Tennessee Carolina 
Transportation, Inc., of certain operating 
rights of Hoover Motor Express Co., Inc., for 
an additional term to expire not later than 
one year from Nov. 5, or 30 days after final 
determination of proceeding in MC-F-6701, 
whichever shall first occur. 

a ” > 


No. 30659, Sub. 1, John Morrell & Co. v. A. 
& S., et al. Order of Dec. 7, 1956, awarding 
reparation, vacated. Defendants directed to 
pay reparation, as specified, to complainant 
on or before Dec. 13. 

~ * os 


No. 32002, J. M. Tull Metal & Supply Co. 
v. B. & O., et al. Defendants’ petition for 
reconsideration denied. Order of June 28, 
requiring Savannah & Atlanta Ry. Co. to pay 
to complainant sum of $306.86 with interest 
as reparation, reinstated and modified to 
postpone effective date of Dec. 16. 


* - ~ 


MC-84428, Sub. 13 TA, Chester Jackson Co. 
Petition of P. B. Mutrie Motor Transporta- 
tion, Inc. for reconsideration of order of 
Aug. 13, granting 60 days temporary author- 
ity, denied. Applicant granted temporary 
authority for 120 additional days. 


MC-111196, Sub. 10, R. Kuntzman, Inc. 
Application dismissed at applicant’s request. 


MC-112049, Sub. 3, McBride’s Express, Inc., 
Extension—Ill. Applicant’s petition for re- 
consideration, or in alternative, reopening to 
receive additional evidence denied. 

» . * 


MC-115458, Sub. 1, Robert G. Vesper and 


Otis A. Vesper, Common Carrier Application. 
Petitions of National Trailer Convoy, Inc. 
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and Campbell's Service for reconsideration 
and further hearing denied. 
* * * 


MC-C-2001, Reduced Class and Commodity 
Rates—Middle Atlantic Territory. Petitions 
of Middle Atlantic Conference, Branch Mo- 
tor Express, Hudson Transportation Co., and 
Eastern Carrier Corp. for reopening, recon- 
sideration and modification of order which 
became effective June 27, assigned for hear- 
ing Dec. 18, at Washington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer George A. Dahan. 


* * ~ 


I. & S. M-10203, Machinery—Tecumseh, 
Mich., to Columbus, O. Petition of Yellow 
Transit Freight Lines, Inc., successor to 
Michigan Motor Freight Lines, Inc., for vaca- 
tion of suspension order denied. 

ce ” ” 

I. & S. M-10232, Pontiac Grouping—Motor 
Carriers Tariff Bureau, Inc., Agent. Peti- 
tions of respondent and Ford Motor Co. for 
vacation of suspension order denied. 

* ~ 7 


I. & S. M-10243, Drugs, Medicines—Pa. to 
Chicago. Petition of Spector Freight System, 
Inc. for vacation of suspension order denied. 

” * . 

MC-F-5769, Lawrence E. Smith—Control; 
W. T. Byrnes Motor Express, Inc. Period 
within which authority granted by order of 
Nov. 10, 1955, may be exercised, further ex- 
tended to expire Jan. 31, 1958. 

* 7. * 

No. 31690, Waukesha Motor Co. v. M. St. 
P. & S. S. M., et al. Defendants directed to 
pay ; eee to complainant on or before 

ec. 


* * * 


No. 31894, Consolidated Fruit Co., Ltd. v. 
A.C.L., et al. Order of Apr. 15, as sub- 
sequently modified, requiring defendants to 
take certain action on not less than 30 
days’ notice, further modified to postpone 
effective date to Jan. 10, 1958, without change 
in requirement of 30 days’ notice. 

7 - a 


No. 32221, Stocker Manufacturing Co. v. 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western R.R. Co. 
Order of Aug. 5 directing modified procedure 
vacated and set aside. Complaint dismissed 
because complainant and defendant advised 
that settlement of the matter in controversy 
has been agreed upon. 

7” * - 


MC-100837, Sub. 2, Hagerstown Motor Ex- 
press Co., Inc., Extension—W.Va. Order of 
Oct. 4 staying effective date of recommended 
order vacated. Recommended order made ef- 
fective as the order of the Commission as of 
Oct. 25. 


* * + 


MC-106049, Sub. 28, Atlanta-New Orleans 
Motor Freight Co., Extension—15 Mile Area. 
Proceeding reopened on Commission’s own 
motion for further oral hearing, at a time 
and place to be fixed, solely for purpose of 
allowing M. R. & R. Trucking Co. to offer 
as a part of its case, testimony of represent- 
ative of the Georgia-Florida-Alabama Trans- 
portation Co., which it unsuccessfully offered 
at original hearing. 

» 7 ae 


MC-107477, Sub. 7, Auto Express, Inc.; MC- 
116906, Tops Service Station. Applications dis- 
missed at applicants’ request. 

+ + * 


MC-113414, Sub. 1, E. W. Bohren, Inc. Order 
of Dec. 5, 1956 granting applicant authority to 
conduct certain operations as @ common Car- 
rier by motor vehicle, vacated, and applica- 
tion dismissed at applicant’s request. 


* * * 


Pending completion of a proposed survey in 
accordance with Public Law 85-163 redefining 
contract carriers, and “interim permit’ has 
been issued in No. MC-114553, Sub. 2, Dudley 
Trucking Co., Inc., Atlanta, Ga. 


I. & S. M-10190, Classification—Incandes- 
cent Lamps—Biter’s Transfer. Petition of 
Biter’s. Transfer Co., Inc. for vacation of 
suspension order, denied. 

7 . * 


I. & S. M-10307, Freight, All Kinds—Chi- 
cago, Ill. to South Bend, Ind. Petition of 
Tucker Freight Lines, Inc. for vacation of 
suspension order, denied. 

* * ~ 


MC-F-6658, Smith’s Transfer Corp. of 
Staunton, Va.—Merger—Service Storage and 
Transfer Co., Inc. Merger into Smith’s Trans- 
fer Corporation of Staunton, Va. of operating 
rights and pay of Service Storage and 
Transfer Co., Inc. for ownership, manage- 
ment, and operation, and the acquisition 
by .Roy R. Smith and R. P. n, of 
control of operating rights and property 
through merger, approved and authorized, 
on terms and conditions, effective Nov. 5. 
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ORDERS STAYED 


Notice of stay of the order in each of 
the proceedings shown below, in accord- 
ance with section 17(8) of the interstate 
commerce act, has been issued by the 
Secretary of the Commission. Section 
17(8) provides for stay of a decision or 
order of an individual commissioner, a 
division, or a board until action has been 
taken on petitions for rehearing, reargu- 
ment or reconsideration filed before the 
effective date of the order. The Com- 
mission’s Secretary issues such notice 
under a delegation of authority by the 
Commission. 





















I. & Sz. 
Points To USS. 
Florida Fruit and Vegetable Association, et 


6566, Watermelons—Southern 
and Canada; No. 32000, 


al. v. A. & R., et al. Orders of Aug. 19, 
and Sept. 19 stayed pending disposition of 
petition of rail carrier respondents and de- 
fendants, for reconsideration. 

~ * * 

MC-F-6374, Hayes Freight Lines, Inc.—Con- 
trol and Merger—Green Truck Lines, Inc. 
Order of Sept. 27 stayed pending disposition 
of petition of Gordons Transports, Inc. for 
reconsideration. 

” 7 * 

Finance 19624, Trailerships, Inc.—Certificate 
Transfer; MC-39123, Sub. 3, Masters Fast 
Freight Service, Inc., Extension—Hoboken. 
Order of Sept. 12 stayed pending disposition 
of petitions of Trunk Line Territory railroads 
and Amsterdam Dispatch, Inc., et al. for 
reconsideration by entire Commission. 

* * * 


MC-F-6191, Consolidated Freightways, Inc. 
—Control and Merger—Clipper Transit Co.; 
Finance 19251, Consolidated Freightways, 
Inc.—Securities. Order of Oct. 3 stayed pend- 
ing disposition of rail carrier protestants’ 
petition for reconsideration. 

* * 7 

MC-F-6271, Consolidated Freightways, Inc. 
—Control and Merger—Hunt Transfer Co., 
Inc.; Finance 19381, Consolidated Freight- 
ways, Inc.—Stock. Order of Aug. 29 stayed 
pending disposition of rail carrier protestants’ 
petition for reconsideration. 


MODIFIED PROCEDURE CASES 


Published under this heading are 


digests of Commission orders assigning 
cases for handling under modified pro- 
cedure. Each listing shows one date. 
That is the date on or before which 
complainants (in complaint cases) or re- 
spondents (in investigation and suspen- 


sion cases) must file statements of facts 
and arguments. Under the Commission’s 
rules of practice, statements by defend- 
ants (in complaint cases) or protestants 
(in investigation and suspension cases) 
are due 30 days from the date shown, 
after which 10 days are allowed for the 
filing of replies by complainants or re- 
spondents. 





December 12—No. 32297, Sub. 1, Marion 
Power Shovel Co., a division of Universal 
Marion Corp. v. B. & O., et al. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10355, Metallic furni- 
ture—Grand Rapids to Milwaukee. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10356, Iron or Steel— 
Chicago, Ill., to Twin Cities, Minn. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10357, Foodstuffs, 
Canned, Etc., Chicago, Ill. to Burlington, Ia. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10358, Hardware— 
Bet. St. Joseph, Mo., and Hillsboro, IIl. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10359, Brick, Etc.— 
Chicago, Ill. to St. Louis, Mo. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10361, Iron & Steel 
Articles—N.J. to Toledo, O. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10362, Aluminum— 
Vancouver, Wash., to Calif. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10363, Class Rates 
and Rules—Mueller Transportation Co. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10364, Commodities— 
Between Ill., Ind. Points in Chicago Area. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10366, Electric Motors 
—Memphis, Tenn. to Evansville, Ind. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10370, Chemicals— 
Terminal Freight Transport, Inc. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10371, Paints—Be- 
tween N.Y. and N.J. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10372, Asphalt & Pa- 
per Articles—N.J., N.Y., & Pa. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10374, Compounds, 
Weed Killing, Calif. to Mo. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10375, Iron or Steel 
fr yctes—Serherstene, W. Va. to New York, 


December 13—I. & S. M-10376, Rolling Mill 
Rolls—Lima, O. to Butler, Pa. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10378, Sugar—Balti- 
more to Cleveland. 


December 13—I. & S. 


December 13—I. 


December 13—I. & S. M-10379, Feed Ingredi- 


ents—Ace Freight Line, Inc. 


December 13—I. & S. M-10380, Powdered Iron 


—Riverton, N.J. to Dayton & Troy, O 


December 13—I. & S. M-10381, Malt Beverages 


—Newark, N.J. to Fairport and Williams- 
ville, N.Y. 


M-10382, Fluorescent 
Lamps—Peabody, Mass. to Buffalo, N.Y 


December 13—I. & S. M-10384, Calcium Phos- 


phate—Nashville, 
Points. 


Tenn. to O. & Mich. 


December 13—I. & S. M-10385-. and Ist. Sup.— 


Candy & Foodstuffs—From and to Middle 
Atlantic Terr. 


& S. M-10386, Pallets or 
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~<a Rapids Steel Transportation, 

ne. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10387, Iron, Steel 
Articles—Willow Run and Twinsburg. 

December 13—I. & S. M-10388, Fibreboard— 
Clifton, N.J. to Pa. Points. 

December 18—I. & S. 6821, Printing Presses 
& Bases—Middlesex, N.J., to Buffalo. 

December 26—No. 32308, American Petrofina, 
Inc. (Successor to American Liberty Oil 
Co.) v. M. P., et al. 

December 26—No. 32307, Cargill, Inc. v. 
A. C. L., et al. 


APPLICATIONS 
AND PETITIONS 


eoeeeeeerseeeteeeeee e 


Railroads and Forwarders Support Motor 
Carriers Plea for ‘Immediate’ Rate Rise 


1.C.C. Asked by Motor Carriers, Railroads and Freight Forwarders 
To Vacate Suspension Order Holding in Abeyance General Freight 
Rate Increases of Western and Transcontinental Truck Lines. 


Railroads and freight forwarders 
have added their support to a pe- 
tition of the respondents in I. and S. 
M-10330, Increases—Transcontinen- 
tal—Intermountain Coast, for vaca- 
tion of an order of the Commission, 
division 2, which suspended until 
late next spring, pending investiga- 
tion, a proposed 7 per cent general 
motor freight rate increase of west- 
ern and transcontinental motor car- 
riers. 


The railroads quoted from the Com- 
mission’s report in Ex Parte No. 206, 
Increased Freight Rates, Eastern. West- 
ern and Southern Territories, 1956, to 
the effect that “whether the railroads 
will be able to maintain the increases 
here sought will depend largely upon 
whether their principal competitors, the 
motor carriers, make similar increases 
in their freight rates and charges,” and, 
in their own language, set forth in a 
petition filed by them, added: 

“Although these petitioners do not 
concede that their ability to retain the 
increases granted by the Commission in 
Ex Parte No. 206 depends entirely upon 
whether competing motor carriers take 
similar action, nevertheless, it is impos- 
sible to ignore the fact that by reason 
of the suspension of respondents’ tariffs 
which cover not only traffic within the 
Western District but also between the 
Western District and the east and south, 
will place great pressure upon the pe- 
titioning railroads to forego a large por- 
tion of the increases authorized by this 
Commission in Ex Parte No. 206 and 
found by the Commission to be just, rea- 
sonable and in the public interest.” 


In its order in the proceeding, the 
Commission, division 2, suspended from 
October 4 and later, to and including 
May 4, 1958, various tariffs of Rocky 
Mountain Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., pro- 





motor carrier rates on particular com- 


posing a general increase of approxi- 
mately 7 per cent in motor common car- 
rier rates (T.W., Oct. 12, p. 67, and Sept. 
28, p. 74). 


Pleas to Lift Suspension 

Petitions for vacation of the order of 
suspension have been filed by the rail- 
roads, a number of freight forwarders 
and the respondents, to which the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture has replied. 

The respondents said that the substan- 
tial needs of the respondent motor car- 
riers, the insufficiency of the petitions 
for suspension, and the enforced disrup- 
tion of existing competitive relationships 
were all factors which warranted the 
vacation of the suspension order. 


“The circumstances at this time so 
nearly parallel those which existed when 
prior general increases of these respond- 
ents were investigated and approved by 
this Commission that it would be en- 
tirely appropriate to vacate the suspen- 


‘sion and discontinue the proceedings. 


These respondents respectfully urge that 
the Commission vacate its order of sus- 
pension in this proceeding and permit 
the general increase to become effective 
in each of the tariffs involved in this 
proceeding.” 


Reductions Normally Condemned 


The effect of the order of suspension 
in this proceeding was to require the 
motor carriers to maintain their rates 
differentially lower than the rates of 
their competitors between the same 
points, the motor carriers said, adding: 

“If the motor carriers had initially 
attempted to reduce their rates to estab- 
lish such a differential below the level 
of the rates of their competitors, such 
reductions undoubtedly would have been 
condemned as an unfair and destructive 
competitive practice.” 


There were instances in which the 
Commission, in order to maintain a 
competitive balance, had ruled that the 
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modities between particular points 
should be differentially higher than 
rail rates, the respondents said. They 
added: 

“Temporarily, these respondents mo- 
tor carriers have an advantage over 
their competitors brought about by 
their being required by the order of 
suspension to maintain rates differen- 
tially lower than those of their com- 
petitors. However, any such advantage 
will be short-lived. Because of com- 
petitive necessity, the railroads and the 
freight forwarders will be compelled to 
reduce their rates just as predicted by 
the Commission. 

“If the rates of their competitors are 
reduced, then the respondent motor 
carriers, in spite of their financial 
needs, would be precluded from further 
increases because the motor carriers 
could not risk pricing themselves out of 
the traffic by raising their rates above 
those of their competitors.” 


Freight Forwarders 


The freight forwarders said that it 
was vitally important for the Commis- 
sion to understand and appreciate the 
intensity of the competition which ex- 
isted between freight forwarders and 
motor carriers in connection with trans- 
continental traffic. 

Past experience had shown that when- 
ever one agency or the other had ob- 
tained a rate advantage, enormous quan- 
tities of traffic had been threatened with 
diversion and, in many case, actually 
had been diverted to the carriers having 
the lower rates, the forwarders said. 
They added that as a result of this eco- 
nomic pressure, freight forwarders and 
motor carrier rates within this territory 
generally tended to gravitate to the 
same level. 


“We respectfully submit,” the for- 
warders said, “that the same considera- 
tions which frequently have impelled the 
Commission to condemn proposed re- 
ductions in rates because the effect of 
such reductions would be injurious to 
competing carriers, likewise militate 
against freezing the rates of one trans- 
portation agency at too low a level there- 
by effectively preventing competing car- 
riers from taking needed and authorized 
increases in their rates.” 

The petition was filed on behalf of 
the following forwarders: : 

Acme Fast Freight, Inc.; Arrow Freight 
Forwarders; B. C. Forwarding Co., Ltd.; 
Clipper Carloading Co.; Flynn Forward- 
ing Co.; International Forwarding Co.; 
Inter State Express, Inc.; Lifschultz Fast 
Freight; Merchants Shippers Association; 
Merchants Carloading Co.; National 
Carloading Corp.; Pacific & Atlantic 
Shippers, Inc.; Pacific Forwarding As- 
sociation; Republic Carloading & Distri- 


buting Co.; Universal Carloading & 
Distributing Co.; Western Carloading 
Co.; Western Transportation Co., and 


Westland Forwarding Co. 


Railroad Petition 


The petition of the railroads was 
signed by Edward A. Kaier, Prime F. 
Obsborn, III, and Thomas A. Maguire, 
attorneys for the eastern, southern and 
western carriers, respectively, in Ex 
Parte No. 206. 

In quoting the aforementioned excerpt 
from the Commission’s report in Ex 
Parte No. 206, the railroads said that 





they did not claim nor recognize “that 


there must by law be a relationship be- 
tween rail rates and motor carrier rates.” 

“It is most significant,” the railroads 
said, “that the only protests against 
the suspended tariffs were an inconclu- 
sive statement made on behalf of the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the pro- 
test of three small shipper groups, all 
of whom were represented by the same 
practitioner. The thousands of shippers 
who are more greatly concerned in the 
increases proposed in the suspended 
tariffs offered no objection. 

As a matter of fact, the petition for 
suspension submitted by the three small 
shipper groups makes the direct alle- 
gation of use of motor transportation 
services only in connection with the 
Western Traffic Conference, Inc., an 
association of approximately 85 mem- 
bers. The petition states: 


“*The members of this association 
are very large users of motor transpor- 
tation services... .’ 


“The petition states as to the What- 
com County Traffic and Rates Bureau 
and the Northwest Furniture Manufac- 
turers’ Association, the number of mem- 
bers of both of such associations being 
unspecified, that they ‘are vitally con- 
cerned with the involved motor carrier 
rates and charges’. Since counsel for 
these three protestants specifically al- 
leged that one of the protestants used 
motor transportation service and fails 
to do so as to the others raises the 
strong suspicion that the ‘vital con- 
cern’ of two out of the three protest- 
tants is not so much with the level of 
truck rates as with the hope that by 
blocking the proposed increases they 
might be able to exert pressure upon 
the railroads to forego the increases 
which the Commission found were just 
and reasonable and in the public inter- 
est. 


Rail Increases ‘Imperiled’ 


“It is respectfully submitted that the 
suspension of these tariffs is not in re- 
sponse to a protest against increases in 
truck rates, as such, on behalf of a 
substantial percentage of the shippers 
affected by the increases. The result of 
the order of suspension, based upon the 
mere protest of three small organizations, 
only one of which is alleged to make any 
substantial use of motor carrier trans- 
portation, would be, not that the public 
interest is protected or preserved, but 
merely that the respondent motor carriers 
will be deprived of needed revenues, and 
that the railroad rate increases hereto- 
fore found by the Commission to be 
just, reasonable and in the public in- 
terest, and which were calculated to give 
the railroads sorely needed relief, will be 
seriously imperiled. 


“Wherefore, these petitioners allege 
that they have a substantial interest in 
the matters and things involved in this 
proceeding and that their intervention 
will not unduly burden the issues. Peti- 
tioners, therefore, respectfully pray that 
their intervention in support of the mo- 
tion to vacate the suspension order be 
allowed.” 


Secretary of Agriculture 


The Secretary of Agriculture, in a 
reply to the three petitions, said that 
the only valid basis for the Commission’s 
considering the petitions herein would be 
on the presentation of evidence show- 
ing that the Commission’s order was in 
error; that some new development had 
occurred since the order; or that some 
condition prevailed at the time of the 
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order of which the Commission was not 
aware. 


“None of the petitions alleged such 
fact, therefore they should be denied,” 
the secretary stated. 

“We emphasize that a lawful level of 
motor carrier rates cannot be predicated 
upon the revenue needs of competitive 
types of transportation,” the secretary 
said. “The national transportation policy 
requires that the interstate commerce 
act shall be administered in such a way 
as to recognize and preserve the inherent 
advantages of each mode of transport. 
To predicate the level of motor carrier 
rates upon the revenue needs of other 
types of carriers is directly contrary to 
the national transportation policy.” 


Southern Motor Carriers 
Propose General Increase 


In Interterritorial Rates 


The Southern Motor Carriers Rate 
Conference has filed with the Com- 
mission tariffs which provide, effec- 
tive as of November 25, for a general 
increase in freight rates on all traffic 
moving interterritorially between 
points in Southern Territory, on the 
one hand, and points in southwest- 
ern and middlewestern territories, on 
the other. 


In a statement of justification, the 
conference said that the general increase 
“with no general flag-outs between any 
of the points involved,” would amount to 
12 per cent on class-rated traffic and 
related rates and to 4 per cent on com- 
modity-rated and exception-rated traf- 
fic. 


Suspension of the proposed increase is 
asked in a joint protest filed with the 
L.C.C. by the Charlotte Shippers and 
Manufacturers Association Inc., and the 
North Carolina Traffic League, Inc., both 
of Charlotte, N.C. 


The conference said that “during the 
past several months there have been 
substantial increases in costs of opera- 
tion by the motor common carrier indus- 
try in the territories here involved as a 
result of automatic wage increases under 
existing labor contracts and cost-of- 
living increases in addition thereto.” 


Revenue Position Cited 


“The operating revenue position of the 
motor common carrier industry serving 
the areas involved is such that these 
substantial wage increases cannot be 
absorbed without additional revenues,” 
the conference said. 

“Thus it has become necessary, in order 
to maintain a sound motor common car- 
rier industry in the areas involved, to 
publish the general increase adjustment 
reflected in the supplements above de- 
scribed.” 


The conference said that the proposed 
increases were “substantially the same 
as the Commission has already permitted 
to become effective by the motor com- 
mon carrier industry” on traffic within 
the southwestern territory and on inter- 


territorial traffic between the middlewest 


and southwest and between central ter- 
ritory and the southwest.” 


The southern conference submitted 
statistics which it said showed for the 
first six months of this year operating 
ratios of 96.1 for southern carriers, 96.6 
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for southwestern carriers and 96.8 for 
middlewestern carriers. 


It added that “these seriously high 
operating ratio figures” did not reflect 
much of the 1957 wage and fringe bene- 
fit increases to employes. The wage in- 
creases alone, it added, amounted to as 
much as 20.67 per cent and if this factor 













tive were included the stated operating ra- 
ary tions would be “substantially higher.” 
licy Increase ‘Consistent’ 

a “On the facts submitted,” the con- 





ference concluded, “it will be seen that 








the general adjustment proposed is con- 
rier sistent with similar general adjustment 
ther already published and in effect by the 
y to motor common carrier industry in a sub- 





stantial part of the area here involved; 
is no more than necessary to meet sub- 
stantial increases in labor costs; is still 
insufficient to place the operating ratio 
position of the industry at a reasonably 
safe level; and does not result in rates 
above a maximum reasonable basis.” 

Schedules reflecting the general ad- 
justment were listed by the conference 
as follows: 

Between south and southwest—supple- 
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om- § ments 29 and 30 to tariff 5-J, MF-I.C.C. 
ffec- 864; supplements 21 and 22 to tariff 505- 
eral | A, MF-I.C.C. 843; supplement 12 to tariff 
ffi 509-B, MF-I.C.C. 882, and supplements 
aie 7 18 and 19 to tariff 515-B, MF-I.C.C. 895. 
veen Between south and middlewest—sup- 
. the plements 32 and 33 to tariff 98-H, MF- 
vest- ILC.C. 862; supplements 57 and 58 to 
s. on tariff 512, MF-I.C.C. 720; supplement 
, 17 to tariff 513-A, MF-I.C.C. 849, and 
supplements 14 and 15 to tariff 516-A, 
the MF-I.C.C. 892. 
reas Views of Protestants 
ary! In their protest, the Charlotte Shippers 
and and Manufacturers Association, Inc., and 
com- the North Carolina Traffic League, Inc., 
traf- said that the proposed increase would 
result in rates “in excess of maximum 
; reasonable rates in violation of section 
ase 1S § 216(b) and (d) of the interstate com- 
h the | merce act.” 
and They added that the respondents “ap- 
d the } narently have published the same in- 
, both creases as authorized in rail rates in Ex 
Parte 206.” The rail increase was au- 
i the § thorized, the protestants said, in proceed- 
been § ings “involving primarily the revenue 
ypera- § needs of the rail carriers and not in- 
indus- § volving specific consideration of the 
i as & § reasonableness of rates as such.” 
under The motor carriers proposed their in- 
yst-of- | crease “without making any showing of 
“hg their own revenue needs, their own op- 
erating ratios, or their own return on 
investment or any other facts justifying 
of the : 
: such increases,” the protestants con- 
serving | tinued. 
these 
10t be “All modes of transportation should 
enues,” be required to justify any general in- 
crease,” the protestants stated. 
n order 
mn car- sl F 
ved, © | Other Carriers Ask Authority 
istment Zz 
ve de- | To Serve Hotpoint Co. Plant 
roposed The Commission gave notice, Novem- 
e same | ber 13, of the filing of applications by 
rmitted | 10 more motor carriers of general com- 
r com- | Modities for authority to serve the site 
within | of the new plant of the Hotpoint Co., 
n inter- | located in Cook County, Ill., about two 
idlewest | Miles west of the Chicago commercial 
ral ter- | 2ne, as an off-route point in connection 
with authorized regular-route operations 
mitted to and from Chicago. 
for the | These applications, together with 








hearly 100 others for like authority pre- 
Viously filed with the Commission, were 








ers, 96.6 








assigned for hearing before joint boards 
beginning on November 15 in Room 82, 
U.S. Customs House, 610 South Canal St., 
Chicago. 

The latest applicants and the docket 
numbers assigned to their applications 
are as follows: 

MC-1470, Sub. 5, Columbus and Chi- 
cago Motor Freight, Inc., Columbus, O.; 
MC-2510, Sub. Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., 
Indianapolis, Ind., MC-9942, Sub. 12, Hall 
Freight Lines, Inc., Danville, Ill.; MC- 
13925, Sub. 4, Mound City Forwarding 
Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo.; MC-31444, Sub. 
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43, Schreiber Trucking Co., Inc., Pitts- 
burgh, Pa.; MC-49387, Sub. 10, Orscheln 
Bros. Truck Lines, Inc., Kansas City, 
Mo.; MC-52110, Sub. 65, Brady Motor- 
frate, Inc., Des Moines, Ia.; MC-55874, 
Sub. 18, Independent Truckers, Inc., 
Omaha, Neb.; MC-58961, Sub. 4, Night- 
hawk Freight Service, Inc., Chicago, 
Tll., and MC-59474, Sub. 4, Daum Over- 
Nite Express, Inc., Indianapolis. 


Movers’ Questions Answered by I.C.C. 
Official; Changes in Rules to Be Asked 


Questions Submitted to W. Y. Blanning, Director of |.C.C.’s Bureau 
Of Motor Carriers, by Movers’ Conference of America, Regarding 
Household Goods Shipping Rules, Answered. Use of Forms Clarified. 


Although a Commission official has 
answered a number of questions pro- 
pounded by the Movers Conference 
of America regarding the new rules 
adopted by the Commission in Ex 
Parte MC-19 with respect to the 
practices of household goods car- 
riers, the conference has advised 
its members that it is still unsatis- 
fied with the rules and will seek 
modification of them. 


W. J. Burns, general manager of the 
conference, in a letter to W. Y. Blanning, 
director of the Bureau of Motor Carriers 
of the Commission, asked the Commis- 
sion’s advice on a number of questions 
concerning what he called “unworkable 
features” of the new rules, which were 
made effective November 1. 

The rules adopted by the Commission 
have been attacked by the conference 
particularly with respect to the furnish- 
ing of information to persons shipping 
household goods and to the standardi- 
zation of the movers’ process of estimat- 
ing the charges to be assessed (T.W., 
Nov. 9, p. 59). 

After receiving the answers from Mr. 
Blanning, the conference reproduced the 
questions and answers and mailed copies 
to those in the industry. It concluded 
the correspondence by saying: 

“This conference feels strongly that 
the Commission’s regulations with re- 
spect to the rules discussed above are 
arbitrary and unreasonable and with suf- 
ficient information on hand it is our 
purpose to have this proceeding reopened 
to seek a modification of the rules as they 
now exist.” 


In addition to the questions and an- 
swers, the conference also advised the 
industry as to the nature of correspond- 
ence with Paul Coyle, director of the 


. L.C.C.’s Bureau of Operating Rights, re- 


garding the use of previously prepared 
forms for submitting estimates. The con- 
ference said that it had asked for a four- 
month extension of time for the pur- 
pose of using up stocks of forms now on 
hand. It said: 

“Mr. Coyle advises that while Rule 
176.10 of Ex Parte MC-19 specified the 
information to be included in the esti- 
mate forms, the Commission does not 
concern itself with the exact form to be 
used in submitting estimates. If the 





forms now in use contain the required 
information, Mr. Coyle advises, there 
would be no objection to their contin- 
ued use, nor would there be any objection 
to altering the forms on hand so as to 


bring them in substantial compliance 
with the rules.” 


Questions and Answers 


The questions submitted by Mr. Burns 
concerning the new rules and the an- 
swers supplied by Mr. Blanning follow: 
Question No. 1: 

The household goods uniform weight 
ticket, contained in Rule 176.3, requires 
the weighmaster to certify as to the 
net weight of the shipment. From dis- 
cussions we have had with several 
weighmasters, we have ascertained that 
no reputable weighmaster will certify as 
to a net weight unless he has on the 
same scale obtained the tare and gross 
weights. 

“In view of the above, how will a car- 
rier obtain a weighmaster’s certification 
of the net weight on the proposed weight 
ticket when the tare and gross weights 
are obtained from the different scales?” 
Answer: 


“The rules provide that a weighmas- 
ter’s certification must be obtained of the 
tare and one of the loaded vehicle and 
that the net weight of the shipment 
may be obtained by deducting the tare 
weight from the loaded weight. In my 
informal opinion the rules do not pro- 
vide that a weighmaster’s certification 
must be obtained of the net weight where 
the tare and loaded weights are obtained 
from two weighmasters but that such net 
weight may be computed by the carrier 
by deducting a weighmaster’s certifica- 
tion of the tare weight from a weigh- 
master’s certification of the gross 
weight.” 
Question No. 2: 


“The following paragraph appears in 
Rule 176.3: 

“*‘Where no adequate scale is avail- 
able at point of origin, the recorded 
weight shall be obtained at the nearest 
certified scale in the direction of the 
movement of the shipment.’ 

“In terms of a shipment traveling from 
point of origin to point of destination, 
what does this paragraph mean with 
respect to: 


“(a) Scales that may be closed after 
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5 p.m. on weekdays and closed all day 
on Sunday? 


“(b) Scales which are considerable dis- 
tances off the main route of movement? 

“(c) Movements containing three or 
more part loads. A concrete example 
of the problem that exists in this regard 
pertains to three small part loads from 
Ft. Meade, Maryland to an installation 
in the South. Ft. Meade does not have 
any scales, and the nearest scale in the 
line of movement is located at Newbill’s 
Service Station, 1943 New York Avenue, 
NE., Washington, D.C. Under the pres- 
ent rules the carrier could have used a 
constructive weight of 7 pounds per cubic 
foot to obtain the net weight. Under 
the proposed rules, it would be necessary 
that the loaded weight “be obtained at 
the nearest certified scale in the direction 
of the movement of the shipment.” This 
would necessitate the mover transporting 
the three part loads to Newbill’s Service 
Station, unloading all three and subse- 
quently reloading one at a time the part 
loads in an effort to obtain the net weight 
of each. The Ft. Meade example is not 
an isolated one. There are very few 
military installations that contain ade- 
quate scales, and many examples exist 
of cities and towns where inadequate 
scales are available for the purpose of 
weighing part loads. In cases of this 
type, may the carrier continue to use 
a constructive weight of 7 pounds per 
cubic foot to obtain the net weight of 
the part loads?” 


Answer: 


“It is my informal opinion a scale 
which is closed or is located a ‘consider- 
able distance off the main route of move- 
ment’ is not one which ‘is available’. 
Consequently the nearest certified scale 
in the direction of the movement should 
be used. It is also my informal opinion 
that where two or more shipments of 
separate shippers are loaded in the same 
vehicle separate weights must be ob- 
tained by separate weighings if an ade- 
quate scale is available at origin or 
destination or at any point enroute. 
However, it is my further informal opin- 
ion that if the Government is moving 
two or more of its employees at the same 
time the separate shipments of such 
employes may be consolidated as one 
shipment and moved on a single bill of 
lading and that only the net weight 
of the combined shipments is required. 
The same could be done for any other 
organization if the carrier’s tariff does 
not prohibit it. A carrier can use con- 
structive weights only in cases where 
no adequate scale is available at any 
point in route or at destination.” 
Question No. 3: 

“Rule 176.10 will require that an esti- 
mate cannot be given in the future un- 
less a visual inspection of the goods has 
been made. For many years estimates 
have been given in writing and over the 
phone to prospective shippers who for 
reasons best known to the shipper did 
not wish to have an estimator visit the 
domicile. In many areas of the country 
prospective shippers are domiciled many 
miles from the nearest mover. These 
people have relied in the past on esti- 
mates given to them over the phone or 
in writing, based on information furn- 
ished to the carrier by the prospective 
shipper. Very few movers would expect 
their personnel to travel fifty to seventy- 
five miles for the purpose of giving an 


estimate; yet it is not infrequent that 
prospective shippers live these distances 
from the nearest carrier. Recently, one 
of our members had occasion to trans- 
port the personal effects of a govern- 
ment employee from Haymarket, Vir- 
ginia, to Boston, Massachusetts. The 
man and his family had already gone 
to Boston and had asked the mover to 
provide him with an estimate as to the 
costs, based on an itemized list of the 
personal effects furnished the carrier. 
The mover of course, could not have 
been expected to travel the seventy-five 
miles to Haymarket nor would the pros- 
pective shipper have asked him to make 
the long trip for the purpose of provid- 
ing an estimate. The mover involved in 
this shipment has indicated to this office 
that he will lose approximately ten per- 
cent of his business if he must given an 
estimate only after a visual inspection 
has been made. Another one of our 
members, at our request recently furn- 
ished us with a list of 36 shipments 
where estimates had been given over the 
telephone due to the distances that ex- 
isted between the prospective shipper 
and the carrier. These distances ranged 
in miles from 45 to 200, and all repre- 
sented shipments actually made after 
these telephone estimates had been giv- 
en. What is to be the position of the 
shipper, the mover, or both, when esti- 
mates are requested by prospective ship- 
pers who do not choose to have the esti- 
mator visit the domicile, either because 
the distance is too great or both the 
wife and the husband work during the 
day?” 


Answer: 


“In this connection your attention is 
directed to the fact that the new rule 
supersedes. only Rule 176.10(a), Esti- 
mates by the Carrier, and that Rule 
176.10(b), which outlines a procedure to 
enable the shipper to make his own 
estimate, remains in effect. In view of 
the above it is my informal opinion that 
the carrier may not lawfully make an 
estimate unless it is able to visually in- 
spect the proposed shipment and that 
where such visual inspection cannot be 
made the shipper may be furnished with 
sufficient information to enable him to 
prepare his own estimate.” 


‘Room for Much Abuse’ 

Commenting on the answers and the 
rules generally, the conference said: 

“The weight from as presently pre- 
scribed, particularly with respect to the 
answer given by Mr. Blanning, leaves 
room for much abuse. With a weigh- 
master’s signature for either the tare or 
the gross weight, it is fairly simple to 
falsify the certificate by adding, where 
the tare weight is shown, the gross and 
net. It is suggested, therefore, that 
when machine weight tickets are re- 
ceived they be attached to the I.C.C. 
prescribed weight ticket for record pur- 
poses. 

“Mr. Blanning suggests in Answer No. 
2 that the government could, in moving 
two or more of its employes at the 
same time, consolidate these shipments 
and move them on a single bill of lad- 
ing. The only hitch to this suggestion 
is that it has not been the custom nor 
would the military contemplate consoli- 
dating on a single government bill of 
lading individual shipments of military 
personnel consigned to three different 
destinations. 


“The third answer of Mr. Blanning 
will not satisfy most shippers who would 
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prefer that the estimate be given by the 
carrier. 

“To lay the foundation for a reopen- 
ing of this proceeding, it would be 
necessary to have available individual 
instances of hardships endured by mem- 
ber carriers as a result of their at- 
tempts to comply with the provisions of 
the rules cited in our letter to Mr. 
Blanning. It would be appreciated, there- 
fore, if this conference could be fur- 
nished with the following information: 

“1. Instances of criticism by weigh- 
masters to the procedure outlined in the 
Commission’s regulations, or objections 
raised by them to certifying to a ‘blank 
check.’ 

“2. Difficulties encountered in weigh- 
ing part shipments. 

“3. Complaints received from shippers 
concerning the inability of the carrier 
to furnish an estimate where a visual 
inspection is impractical, or where criti- 
cism is received from shippers when they 
are asked to complete the estimate form 
themselves. 

“4, Any other instances of hardships 
caused by the new MC-19 regulations. 

“The Conference feels strongly that 
the Commission’s regulations with re- 
spect to the rules discussed above are 
arbitrary and unreasonable, and with 
sufficient information on hand it is our 
purpose to have this proceeding reopened 
to seek a modification of the rules as 
they now exist.” 


Central States Carriers 
Propose to Publish Own 
Docket; ‘5a’ Changes Filed 


The motor common carrier parties 
to the Reed-Bulwinkle agreement of 
the Central States Motor Freight 
Bureau have asked the Commission 
to approve a number of changes 
in their agreement, including a 
change that would permit the bureau 
to publish its procedural. notices in 
its own publication rather than in a 
traffic periodical having national 
distribution. 


This change was one of several pro- 
posed in a petition for a supplemental 
order approving by-laws amendments, 
filed in amendment No. 1 to section 5a 
application No. 33, Central States Com- 
mon Carrier Agreement. All of the 
changes had been “duly adopted,” the 
petitioner said. 

Under section 5a, the so-called Reed- 
Bulwinkle section of the interstate com- 
merce act, carriers are exempted from 
the provisions of the anti-trust laws with 
respect to agreements among themselves 
for making rates and related matters, 
when such agreements have Commission 
approval. 


The petitioners told the Commission 
that the definition of “notice by publica- 
tion” now contained in article II of their 
agreement had been amended to elimi- 
nate the publication of their notices in 
a traffic periodical having national dis- 
tribution, “leaving as a means of provid- 
ing procedural notices, the Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau ‘Docket Bulletin.’” 

“The ‘Docket Bulletin’ is, under Article 
II,” the petitioners said, “available to all 
persons upon a uniform subscription 
basis, and is issued weekly by the bureau 
giving notice of all procedural steps un- 
der the by-laws and listing publications 
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made under emergency procedure, inde- 
pendent actions taken and other useful 
information. 

“These amendments are undertaken to 
pring the procedures of Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau in line with those 
of a number of other rate bureaus and to 
avoid the excessive delay and expense 
occasioned by the dual publication of 
procedural notices both in the ‘Docket 
Bulletin’ and in national traffic periodi- 
cals.” 

Other changes proposed by the peti- 
tioners relate to the bureau’s board of 
directors and officers, dues paid by mem- 
ber carriers, “technical changes,” and 
provisions for the consideration or de- 
termination of the divisions of joint 
charges to be made among members. 

The petitioners said that the original 
rate and tariff agreement and by-laws, 
as approved by the Commission by order 
issued May 22, did not contain any 
provisions for the consideration or de- 
termination of the divisions of joint 
charges to be made among Central 
States members. 


“There has been a growing demand 
for the establishment of some proce- 
dure for the consideration and deter- 
mination of these matters, and various 
by-law changes have been effected to 
establish machinery for this purpose, 
“the petitioners said.” 


Inland Water Carriers 


Propose ‘5a’ Amendment 


Creation of an executive committee as 
its governing body having been approved 
by its carrier members, the Waterways 
Freight Bureau has submitted to the 
Commission a petition for approval of 
resulting changes in the bureau’s section 
5a agreement. 


The petition was filed in section 5a 
application No. 10, Waterways Freight 
Bureau-Agreement. Under section 5a of 
the interstate commerce act, the so- 
called Reed-Bulwinkle section, tarriers 
are relieved from the provisions of the 
antitrust laws with respect to agree- 
ments among themselves for making 
rates and related matters when such 
agreements have Commission approval. 


The petition explained that the execu- 
tive committee, composed of a represent- 
ative of each member, would be the 
governing body of the bureau and might 
consider, agree on, and take action with 
reference to any matter within the jur- 
isdiction of the bureau, subject to its 
procedures. 


MOTOR RIGHTS APPLICATIONS 


Information from digests of applica- 
tions of motor carriers of property for 
operating rights, including deviation 


Toute proposals, as made public by the 


Commission, appears below. Applica- 
tions for authority to purchase operating 
rights, merge properties or franchises, 
acquire control, lease, or to operate tem- 
Porarily are digested elsewhere under the 
caption “Finance Applications.” 


MC-19201, Sub. 102, Pennsylvania Truck 
ines, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa. Common carrier, 
Over regular routes, transporting general 
commodities, with exceptions, but including 
commodities in bulk, those requiring special 
equipment and those of unusual value, be- 
tween numerous points in Pennsylvania, over 
described routes, on some of them serving 
intermediate points which are stations on the 
Tail line of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 
Note: Dual operations or common control 
May be involved. 

MC-48213, Sub. 11, C. E. Lizza, Inc., Latrobe, 
Pa. Contract carrier, over irregular routes, 





transporting explosives (not including flam- 
mable liquids), blasting supplies and equip- 
ment incidental to the use of those commodi- 
ties, from the American Cyanamid Co. plant, 
near New Castle, Emporium and Latrobe, 
Pa., to points in Colo., and Utah, and, on 
return, damaged, rejected or returned ship- 
ments of the specified commodities and 
empty containers or other such incidental 
facilities (not specified) used in transporting 
the specified commodities. 

MC-59507, Sub. 5, Edgar H. Allen & Son, 
Inc., Kenilworth, N.J. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting wooden poles 
and wooden piling, between Newport, Del., 
and Philadelphia, Pa. 

MC-83539, Sub. 30, C & H Transportation 
Co., Inc., Dallas, Tex. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) tractors 
(other than truck tractors), tractor tool bars 
and tractor attachments; (2) contractors’ 
equipment and contractors’ equipment at- 
tachments; (3) construction machinery and 
equipment; (4) internal combustion, radial, 
rocket, nuclear-powered and jet propulsion 
engines and accessories, with or without 
electrical generators attached, and empty 
containers; (5) cranes, derricks, lift trucks 
and attachments; (6) motor vehicles (other 
than conventional autos), inoperative and 
not loaded under their own power; (7) log- 
ging and mining machinery, equipment and 
attachments; (8) conex, seal bins and plastic 
or metal containers, empty or fully loaded 
(except when loaded with household goods); 
(9) heavy machinery and attachments; (10) 
commodities, the loading, unloading or trans- 
portation of which, because of size, weight 
or shape, require special equipment, special 
rigging or special handling; (11) parts and 
accessories of the commodities described in 
1 through 10; (12) machinery, equipment, 
materials and supplies used in or in con- 
nection with the discovery, development, 
production, refining, manufacture, process- 
ing, storage, transmission and distribution 
of natural gas and petroleum and their 
products and by-products, not including the 
stringing or picking up of pipe in connec- 
tion with pipelines, and (13) machinery, 
materials, equipment and supplies used in 
or in connection with the construction, op- 
erating, repair, servicing, maintenance and 
dismantling of pipelines, including the 
stringing and picking up thereof, except the 
stringing or picking up of pipe in connection 
with main or trunk pipelines, between points 
in Okla., Kan., Tex., Neb., N.M., and Colo., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Wash., Ore., and Ida. 

MC-103993, Sub. 99, Morgan Drive-Away, 
Inc., Elkhart, Ind.-Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting trailers de- 
signed to be drawn by passenger automobiles, 
in initial movements, truckaway, from points 
in Alabama, to points in the U.S., except to 
Mt. Clemens, Detroit and Flint, Mich. 

MC-104347, Sub. 126, Leaman Transporta- 
tion Corp., Downingtown, Pa. Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting pe- 
troleum and petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Neville Island, Pa., to 
points in Erie and Niagara counties, N.Y. 

MC-106398, Sub. 90, National Trailer Con- 
voy, Inc., Tulsa, Okla. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting trailers de- 
signed to be drawn by passenger automobiles, 
in initial movements, truckaway, from points 
in Alabama, to points in the U.S., except 
to Mt. Clemens, Detroit and Flint, Mich. 

MC-107403, Sub. 243, E. Brooke Matilack, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Neville Island, Pa. ,to points in Erie 
and Niagara counties, N.Y. 

MC-108461, Sub. 56, Whitfield Transporta- 
tion, Inc., Las Cruces, N.M. Common carrier, 
over irregular routes, transporting cement 
and cement ad-mixes, in bulk, in hopper- 
type vehicles, from Grantsville, Utah, and 
the railheads of Marysvale, Milford and 
Cedar City, Utah, to Glenn Canyon dam 
site, Ariz. 


MC-111401, Sub. 82, Groendyke Transport, 
Inc., Enid, Okla. Common carrier, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between points in Oklahoma, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Arizona 
and points in described areas of N.M. and 
Tex. 


MC-112173, Sub. 10 (correction), Boyd E. 
Richner, Inc., Durango, Colo. Common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, transporting soda 
ash, from the Westvaco plant, near Green 
River, Wyo., to points in described areas of 
Colo. and N.M. 

MC-115491, Sub. 8, Commercial Carrier 
Corp., Auburndale, Fla. Common carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting vitrified clay 
sewer pipe and related articles, from points 
in that part of Ohio east of U.S. Highway 
42, to points in Florida, over a described 
route, and, on return, damaged or rejected 
shipments of the specified co ties. 


MC-116823, Sub. 1, Karl A. Johnson, dba as follows: From Claremore over Oklahoma 
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Johnson’s Marine Service, Belgrade Lakes, Me. 
Common carrier, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting wooden boats up to 22 feet long, 
from Thomaston, Rockport and Old Town, 
Me., to points in N.H., Vt., Mass., R.I., Conn., 
N.Y., and N.J. Note: Applicant says the 
operations will be performed from the plants 
of F. M. Cornell & Son, Inc., the Penobscot 
Boat Works, Inc., and the Duratech Manu- 
facturing Co. 

MC-116926 (correction), Thomas Patterson, 
Inc., Carteret. N.J. Contract carrier, over 
irregular routes, transporting gasoline, lubri- 
cating oil and flammable chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, between points in Bergen, 
Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Passaic and Union 
counties, N.J., on the one hand, and New 
York, N.Y., and points on Long Island, N.Y., 
on the other. 

MC-38183, Sub. 41, Wheelock Bros., Inc., 
Kansas City, Mo. Common carrier, trans- 
porting general commodities, with excep- 
tions, between Topeka and Junction City, 
Kan., over relocated U.S. Highway 40, serving 
no intermediate or off-route points, as an 
alternate route for operating convenience 
only, in connection with authorized regular 
route operations between Chicago, Ill., and 
Denver, Colo. (Handling without oral hearing 
requested.) 

MC-61403, Sub. 22, Robinson Transfer Mo- 
tor Lines, Inc., Kingsport, Tenn. Common 
carrier, over irregular routes, transporting 
nitric acid, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Lima, O., to Pickens and Spartanburg, S.C. 
(Handling without oral hearing requested.) 

MC-71743, Sub. 2, Bellm Freight Lines, Inc., 
St. Louis, Mo. Common carrier, over a regu- 
lar route, transporting general commodities, 
with exceptions, between Morton and Peoria, 
Ill., over U.S. Highway 150, serving no inter- 
mediate points. Note: Applicant’s attorney 
says applicant has served the Caterpillar 
Tractor Co. between St. Louis, Mo., and 
Peoria for many years and now desires to 
serve said company’s new plant at Morton 
by “‘tacking”’ the authority requested herein. 
(Handling without oral hearing requested.) 


MC-112584, Sub. 15, Fred A. Shelton, Cop- 
perhill, Tenn. Contract carrier, over irregular 
routes, transporting sulphur dioxide, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Copperhill, Tenn., to 
Moss Point, Miss., and, on return, empty 
containers or other such incidental facilities 
(not specified) used in transporting the 
specified commodity. (Handling without oral 
hearing requested.) 


MC-71459, Sub. 13, Southern California 
Freight Lines, Los Angeles, Calif. Common 
carrier, over regular routes, transporting gen- 
eral commodities, between numerous points 
in California, over described routes, with 
restrictions. Note: Applicant says it seeks 
authority corresponding to that presently 
held by it by virtue of authority of Califor- 
nia, and the second proviso of section 
206(a)(1) of the interstate commerce act, 
but without duplication of any authority 
presently held by it by virtue of certificates 
issued under the interstate commerce act. 
This application is related directly to MC-F- 
6706, in which Carroll J. Roush, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., asks authority to acquire control 
of Southern California Freight, a holding 
company holding all the capital stock of 
Boyle & Son, Los Angeles, and five other 
carriers, and to operate temporarily. 


Deviation Route Proposals 


MC-3379 (deviation No. 1), Snyder Bros. 
Motor Freight, Inc., Akron, O. Common car- 
rier, transporting general commodities, with 
exceptions, over a deviation route, between 
the junction of U.S. Highway 60 and Virginia 
Highway 168, at or near Newport News, Va., 
and the junction of U.S. Highway 60 and 
Virginia Highway 168, about two miles north 
of Toano, Va., as follows: From the junction 
of U.S. Highway 60 and Virginia Highway 168, 
over Virginia Highway 168 to the junction of 
U.S. Highway 60, at a point about two 
miles north of Toano, and return, for op- 
erating convenience only, serving no inter- 
mediate points. 


MC-9942 (deviation No. 1), Hall Freight 
Lines, Inc., Danville, Ill. Common carrier, 
transporting general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, over a deviation route, between Mil- 
waukee, Wis., and Peoria, Ill., as follows: 
From Milwaukee over Wisconsin Highway 36 
to the junction of Illinois Highway 47, thence 
over Illinois Highway 47 to the junction of 
U.S. Highways 66 and 24, thence over U.S. 
Highways 66 and 24 to Peoria, and return, for 
operating convenience only, serving ‘no in- 
termediate points. 

MC-111231 (deviation No. 4), Jones Truck 
Lines, Inc., Springdale, Ark. Common carrier, 
transporting general commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, over a deviation route, between 
Claremore, Okla., and Arkansas City, Kans., 
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Highway 20 to Collinsville, Okla., thence over 
U.S. Highway 75 to the junction of U.S. High- 
way 166, thence over U.S. Highway 166 to 
Arkansas City, and return, for operating con- 
venience 
points. 


only, serving no intermediate 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 





Finance No. 19963, Texas & New Orleans 
Railroad Co. asks authority to purchase the 
Colorado River Western Railway, which op- 
erates 9.17 miles of main line of track and 
1.99 miles of siding extending from Altair 
through Helms in Colorado County, Tex. 
The purchase price was shown in the ap- 
plication as $453,114. goatth 

Finance No. 19969, Baltimore & Ohio Rail- 
road Co. asks authority to issue its Series 
JJ equipment trust certificates in the prin- 
cipal amount of $3,435,000, as the first in- 
stallment of certificates to be issued in con- 
nection with the acquisition of 1,000 70-ton 


hopper cars. 
* * 


MC-F-6751, F. N. Rumbley Co., of Fresno, 
Calif., asks authority to acquire control of 
J. A. Nevis Trucking, 
Calif. 


Inc., of Pittsburg, 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 





No. 31620, Montana Intrastate Freight 
Rates and Charges. (Forty-fifth petition) 
Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R.R. Co., et 
al. ask modification of outstanding order 
of Oct. 17, 1955 to authorize respondents to 
publish and maintain for future proposed 
rates. 

* ~ * 

I. & S. 6825, Coal—Southern Mines to 
Tampa, Fla. Kentucky Coal Agency, Inc. 
asks reconsideration of order of Oct. 25, 
suspending rate of $4.94 per net on on 
bituminous fine coal from mines in western 
Ky. on Louisville & Nashville R.R. to Tampa 
and Sutton, Fla. 

* * +. 

I. & S. 6828, Twine—New Orleans, La. to 
Chicago, Ill. John I. Hay Co., et al. ask 
reconsideration and vacation of suspension 
order. 

* a 7 

MC-29886, Sub. 88, Dallas & Mavis For- 
warding Co., Inc., Extension—Galion. O. 
Gulf Southwestern Transportation Co., et 
al. ask reconsideration. Home Transporta- 
tion Co., Inc. asks reconsideration, re- 
opening for further hearing, and oral argu- 
ment. 

~ ~ > 

MC-52657, Sub. 483, Arco Auto Carriers, 
Inc., Extension—Bryan, O. Alabama High- 
way Express, Inc. asks reconsideration. 

7 > * 


MC-80430, Sub. 81, Gateway Transportation 
Co., Extension—Camp McCoy, Wis. Ap- 
plicant and American Trucking Associations, 
Inc. ask reconsideration. | 

* 


MC-108121, Sub. 2, Transport Storage & 
Distributing Co., Extension—Tacoma, Wash. 
Convoy Co. asks reconsideration. 

~ 


MC-C-2110, Alterman Transport Lines, Inc. 
v. Arctic Express, Inc. Complainant asks 
issuance of subpoena duces tecum ordering 
Jack Holloway, Traffic Manager of Arctic 
Express, Inc., to appear at hearing set Dec. 
2, at Peachtree-Seventh Bidg., Atlanta, Ga., 
before Examiner Charles H. Riegner. 

* a » 


MC-C-2119, Heavy & Specialized Carriers 
Section, Local Cartage National Conference 
v. Wilson Freight Forwarding Co. Com- 
plainant asks issuance of subpoena duces 
tecum directing respondent to either pro- 
vide a photostatic copy of original bill of 
lading or to permit inspection thereof at 
its office. 

* + . 


MC-C-2127, Alterman Transport Lines, Inc. 
v. Adams Refrigerated Transport, Inc. Com- 
plainant asks issuance of subpoena duces 
tecum requiring Fred E. Adams, President, 
Adams & Co. to appear and produce certain 
evidence at hearing set Dec. 3, at Peachtree- 
Seventh Bidg., Atlanta, Ga., before Examiner 
Charles H. Riegner. 

» . * 

I. & S. M-10078, Plumbing Supplies—Be- 
tween Chicago and Davenport. Central States 
Motor Freight Bureau, Inc. asks issuance of 


a declaratory order requiring cancellation 
of suspended matter. | : 

MC-F-6681, Southern Transport, Inc.— 
Purchase—Dixie Transport Co., et al. Ap- 
plicants ask extension of temporary au- 
thority until final determination of per- 
manent authority _BPplication. 


Finance 19820, Yosemite Park and Curry 
Co. Notes. Applicant asks that time within 
which it may issue promissory notes au- 
thorized by Commission’s order of Aug. 2 
be extended for one year, to Jan. 1, 1959. 

7 + 


MC-39123, Sub. 3, Masters Fast Freight 
Service, Inc., Extension—Hoboken; Finance 
19624, Trailerships, Inc., Certificate Transfer. 
Trunk Line Territory Railroads, except the 
Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. Co., ask reopening, 
reconsideration and further hearing. 

* * + 


MC-82083, Sub. 12, Charles A. Kuhns De- 
livery, Inc. Applicant asks reconsideration, 
reopening, and further hearing. 

7 » 7” 


MC-116503, Benjamin R. Scholl, Common 
Carrier Application. Trunk Line Territory 
Railroads ask reconsideration. 

~ » » 

I. & S. M-10330, Increases—Transcontinen- 
tal—Intermountain Coast. Class I Railroads 
xd the U.S. ask vacation of suspension or- 
wigs * * «© 

MC-F-6374, Hayes Freight Lines, Inc.— 
Control and Merger—Green Truck Lines, Inc. 
Gordons Transports, Inc. ask reconsideration 
by entire Commission. . 

a 7 * 

No. 29777, State Corporation Commission 
of Kansas v. A. T. & S. F., et al., and 
consolidated cases. Corporation Commission 
of State of Oklahoma, et al. ask reopening, 
reconsideration and modification of report 
and order of Sept. 27. Defendants, railroads 
in southern territory, ask reconsideration. 

~ a = 


No. 32198, Marine Engineering and Supply 
Co., et al. v. St.L.S.W., et al. Complainant 
asks that order of Oct. 2 be set aside thereby 
permitting it to comply with order of 
July 2. 

* * * 

Finance 19624, Trailerships, Inc., Certificate 
Transfer; MC-39123, Sub. 3, Masters Fast 
Freight Service, Inc., Extension—Hoboken. 
Amsterdam Despatch, Inc., et al. ask reopen- 
ing and reconsideration, or, in alternative, 
further hearing. 

* + 

MC-82492, Sub. 9, William J. Hands, Ex- 
tension—Storm Lake, Ia. [Illinois Central 
R.R. Co. asks reconsideration by entire Com- 
mission. 

= * 7 

MC-F-6330, Ryder System, Inc.—Control— 
Cooper Motor Lines, Inc.; MC-F-6149, Same 
—Control—Loo-Mac Freight Lines, Inc.; MC- 
F-6031, Same — Control — Emmott-Valley 
Transportation Co., Inc.; MC-F-6314, Great 
Southern Trucking Co.—Purchase—Moffett 
Transit Lines. JAR Corp. asks that it be 
substituted as party applicant in lieu of 


its predecessor of same name. 
a . - 


MC-F-6589, Eugene Klug—Control—Union 
Express Co. Applicants ask reconsideration 
of order of Oct. 7 and reopening, if that be 
necessary, in order to receive supplemental 
information submitted with petition, and 
for such other and further relief as may be 
required. 

a * 7 

MC-F-6621, Roadway Express, Inc.—Pur- 
chase—Loo Way, Inc. (Henry Beaty, Jr., 
Trustee). Malone Freight Lines, Inc. moves 
that verified statement of Mr. H. F. Sixtus be 
stricken. 

o - * 

MC-106965, Sub. 72, O’Boyle Tank Lines, 
Extension—Fish Oil. Chemical Tank Lines, 
Inc. asks reconsideration. T. I. McCormack 
Trucking Co., Inc. asks _ reconsideration 
and/or oral argument. 

= ~ * 

MC-114123, Sub. 6, Herman R. Ewell, Ex- 
tension—Philadelphia. E. Brooke Matlack, 
Inc., et al. ask reconsideration by entire 
Commission. Protesting Rail Carriers ask 
reconsideration, for further hearing, and oral 
argument. 

7. + * 

MC-F-6172, Santa Fe Trail Transportation 
Co.—Purchase (Portion)—Canadian Truck 
Line. Applicants ask modification of order 
of Oct. 11 so as to permit retention by 
Canadian Truck Line of operating authority 
to serve intermediate points between Borger 
and Panhandle, Tex. 

~ * * 

MC-F-6191, Consolidated Freightways, lnc. 
—Control and Merger—Clipper Transit Co. 
Railroad Protestants ask reconsideration. 

* * * 


4 
MC-F-6271, Consolidated Freightways, Inc. 
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—Control and Merger—Hunt Transfer Co,, 
Inc.; Finance 19381, Consolidated Freight. 
ways, Inc.—Stock. Railroad protestants ask 


reconsideration. 
* ~ 


* 

MC-F-6674, United Transports, Inc.—Pur- 
chase (Portion)—Mills King. Applicants ask 
extension of temporary authority granted by 
order of Sept. 26, for additional 120 days. 


* * * 


MC-F-6689, Takin Bros. Freight Line, Inc, 
—C ontrol—lIowa-Nebraska Transportation 
Co., Ince. Applicants ask reconsideration of. 
order of Sept. 27, denying application, and 
for issuance of order authorizing immediate 
temporary control through management. 


eeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 


COMPLAINTS 


No. 32297, Sub. 1, Marion Power Shovel 
Co., Marion, O. v. Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co. et al. 


Alleges rates between June 6, 1955, 
and January 21, 1956, inclusive, on grad- 
ing and road making implements and 
parts thereof, from Marion, O., to Balti- 
more, Md., and New York, N.Y., in car- 
loads, for export, in violation of sec- 
tions 1, 2, 3, and 4. Asks reparation of 
$4,272.76. Modified procedure ordered. 
(William V. Blake, 123 Glencoe Road, 
Columbus 14, O.) 


No. 32307, Cargill, Inc. Minneapolis, 
Minn. v. Atlantic Coast Line Rail- 
road Co. et al. 


Alleges rates on 29 cars of oats from 
Clarksdale, Drew and Hollandale, Miss., 
to destinations in Alabama, Georgia and 
Florida, with transit at Talladega, Ala., 
on and after September 7, 1955, in vio- 
lation of section 1. Asks a cease and 
desist order and reparation of $7,246.39. 
Modified procedure ordered.. (Robert P. 
Post, Assistant General Traffic Manager, 
Cargill, Inc., 200 Grain Exchange, Min- 
neapolis 15, Minn.) 


No. 32308, American Petrofina, Inc. Vv. 
Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. et al. 


Alleges rates on gasoline for export or 
coastwise movement, from Mount Pleas- 
ant, Tex., to Corpus Christi, Tex., from 
June 8, 1954, to June 12, 1954, in violation 
of sections 1 and 3. Asks reparation of 
$11,293.27. Modified procedure ordered. 
(Frank A. Leffingwell, 1515 Praetorian 
Building, Dallas 1, Tex.) 


No. 32309, C. H. Sprague & Son Co., Inc., 
Boston, Mass., et al. v. Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad Co. 


Alleges demurrage charges on carloads 
of bituminous coal at Curtis Bay Coal 
pier of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co., Baltimore, Md., within the statutory 
period, in violation of sections 1 and 2. 
Ask reparation. (Robert W. Knox, 821 
Fifteenth Street, N.W., Washington 5, 
D.C.) 


No. 32310, Capitol Coal & Coke Co., St. 
Louis, Mo., et al., v. Norfolk & West- 
ern Railway Co. 


Allege demurrage charges on carloads 
of bituminous coal, at Lambert Point, 
Hampton Roads, Va., within the statu- 
tory period, in violation of section 1. 
Ask reparation. (Robert W. Knox, 821 
Fifteenth Street, N.W., Washington 5, 
D.C.) 


No. 32311, Capitol Coal and Coke Co., St. 
Louis, Mo., et al. v..Chesapeake & 
Ohio Railway Co. 

Allege demurrage charges on carloads 
of bituminous coal at Newport News, V2., 
within the statutory period, in violation 
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of section 1. Ask reparation. (Robert W. 
Knox, 821 Fifteenth Street, N.W., Wash- 
ington 5, D.C.) 


No. 32312, Saljoan Coal and Coke Corp., 
New York, N.Y., et al. v. Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co. 

Allege demurrage charges on carloads 
of bituminous coal at Canton Coal piers 
at Baltimore, Md., within the statutory 
period, in violation of section 1. Ask 
reparation. (Robert W. Knox, 821 Fif- 
teenth Street, N.W., Washington 5, D.C.) 


MC-C-2156, Zuzich Truck Line, Inc.— 
Investigation and Revocation of Per- 
mit. 

Investigation instituted by the Com- 
mission, division 1, on its own motion, 
to determine if Zuzich Truck Line, Inc., 
Kansas City, Kan., has been transport- 
ing commodities not authorized in its 
permit. 


MC-C-2157, Julia L. Hagan, doing busi- 
ness as Hagan Truck Line, of Nor- 
folk, Va., v. Moss Trucking Co., Inc., 
of Charlotte, N.C. 

Alleges defendant is engaged in the 
transportation of prefabricated buildings, 
without the use of special equipment, 
which operation is beyond the scope of 
defendant’s authority, in violation of 
section 206. Asks cease and disist order. 
(Paul A. Sherier, 613 Warner Building, 
Washington, D.C.) 
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PROPOSED 
REPORTS 
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Carrier Fails to Establish 
‘Grandfather’ Rights, Need 


For Service, Examiner Says 


Because, he said, the applicant 
did not establish “grandfather” 
rights for transporting general com- 
modities, with exceptions, over irreg- 
ular routes, between Wausau, Wis., 
and Chicago, Ill., and did not estab- 
lish the necessity for such service, a 
Commission examiner has recom- 
mended that the Commission deny 
an application and a petition filed by 
the Neuendorf Transportation Co., of 
Madison, Wis.. for common carrier 
authority. 

The findings of Examiner Richard H. 
Roberts were contained in a proposed 
teport in MC-2754, Sub. 8, Neuendorf 
Transportation Co., Extension—Wausau, 
Wis., embracing MC-2754, Same, Partially 
Reopened Grandfather Application. 

The examiner said that by a consoli- 
dated certificate issued February 28, 1956, 
in MC-2754, Neuendorf was authorized, 
inter alia, to transport general commodi- 
ties, with exceptions, over described reg- 
War routes, between Chicago and a num- 
ber of Wisconsin points, as well as cer- 
tain other intermediate and off-route 
Points. Also, he said that, as pertinent, 
the applicant was authorized to carry 
general commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Medford, Wis., and points within 





35 miles thereof (subject to certain re- 
Strictions), on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Chicago, over irregular routes. 


Position of Neuendorf 


“By the instant proceedings,” Examiner 
Roberts said, “Neuendorf seeks (1) in 
MC-2754, to establish ‘grandfather’ rights 
for the transportation of general freight, 
over irregular routes, between Wausau 
and Chicago, and (2) if such cannot be 
established therein, to prove in Sub. 8 
that the present and future public con- 
venience and necessity require the iden- 
tical operation... .” 

The examiner said that on December 
8, 1933, the Public Service Commission 
of Wisconsin issued to C. J. Neuendorf 
a contract motor carrier license spec- 
ifying for transportation (1) fruits and 
vegetables for Valmor Heon, (2) groceries 
and fruits for the Kickbush Grocery Co. 
and (3) fruits and vegetables for the 
Wisconsin Distributing Co. from the 
Tllinois-Wisconsin border to Wausau. The 
examiner said Mr. Neuendorf claimed 
that he did not transport fruits and 
vegetables exclusively, but handled any 
traffic available for movement between 
Chicago and Wausau and communities 
around Wausau. The examiner added: 

“In MC-C-1613, Albrent Freight and 
Storage Corp. and Steffke Freight Co. v. 
Neuendorf Transportation Co., decided 
January. 10, 1956, the Commission, divi- 
sion 1, found that the certificate held by 
defendant (Neuendorf) in MC-2754, au- 
thorizing the transportation of general 
commodities, with exceptions, between 
Medford, Wis., and points within 35 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Chicago, Ill., does not au- 
thorize it to serve Wausau, Wis., and that 
such service is, and has been, unlaw- 
ae 


‘Falls Short of Proof’ 


“The evidence submitted by applicant 
at the hearing with respect to its grand- 
father application indicates that C. J. 
Neuendorf, as an individual, was per- 
forming some sort of for-hire motor car- 
rier transportation to and from Wausau, 
prior to, on and subsequent to June l, 
1935, but it falls short of any conclu- 
sive proof that such operations were 
those of a common carrier by motor ve- 
hicle of what may be termed general 
freight between the points in ques- 
Send .s. + 

“In MC-2754, Sub. 8, the examiner 
finds that applicant has failed to es- 
tablish that the present or future pub- 
lic convenience and necessity require the 
proposed operation, and that the applica- 
tion should be denied. 

“In MC-2754, the examiner finds that 
Neuendorf Transportation Co. has failed 
to establish that it, or its predecessors-in- 
interest, prior to, on and continuously 
since June 1, 1935, had been and have 
been engaged as a motor common car- 
rier of general commodities, with cer- 
tain exceptions, over irregular routes, 
between Wausau, Wis., and Chicago, 
Tll., and that the petition of the subject 
carrier filed March 19, 1956, for recon- 
sideration, should be denied.” 


Exceptions to the report, if any, must 
be filed within 20 days of November 
12. 


Motor Finance Proposal 


By a recommended report in MC-F- 
6458, John F. Ivory Storage Co., Inc.— 
Purchase (Portion)—W. R. Hall Trans- 
portation and Storage Co., Commissioner 
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Mitchell and Examiner Bruce W. Card 
have proposed that the Commission ap- 
prove and authorize the purchase by 
John F. Ivory Storage Co., Inc., of De- 
troit, Mich., of certain operating rights- 
of W. R. Hall Transportation and Storage 
Co., of Grand Junction, Colo., and the 
acquisition by John F. Ivory of control 
= the operating rights through the pur- 
chase. 


Finding That Cheese Is Not 
An Agricultural Commodity 
Proposed by Joint Board 


A recommendation that the Com- 
mission find that cheese cannot law- 
fully be transported by a motor car- 
rier under the commodity descrip- 
tion “agricultural commodities” in its 
certificate has been made by a joint 
board in a motor-rights case. 


Joint board No. 111, by a recommended 
report and order in MC-C-2103, Walter 
Anding & Emil C. Millette, a Partner- 
ship, Doing Business as Muscoda-Chicago 
Motor Express—Investigation and Revo- 
cation of Certificate, proposed that the 
Commission find the respondents to be 
violating section 206(a) of the interstate 
commerce act and the terms and condi- 
tions of their certificate. 

The joint board said that the pertinent 
parts of the respondents’ certificate au- 
thorized them to transport agricultural 
commodities (1) from Bloomington, 
Wis., and points within 35 miles there- 
of, to Chicago, Ill., and Dubuque, Ia., 
and (2) from points in Illinois and in 
Iowa on and east of U.S. Highway 65, 
to Bloomington and points within 35 
miles thereof. 

The specific issue for determination, 
the board said, concerned the right of 
the respondents to transport cheese under 
their authority to transport “agricui- 
tural commodities from Bloomington, 
Wis., and points within 35 miles of 
Bloomington, to Chicago, Il.” 

The respondents contended that their 
certificate, providing for the transporta- 
tion of agricultural commodities without. 
exception and without qualification, gave 
them the right and the obligation as a 
common carrier to transport cheese with- 
in the territorial limits of their author- 
ity, the board said. 


‘Agricultural Commodities’ Definition 


They did not contend that cheese was 
an unmanufactured agricultural com- 
modity and as such did not require 
proper authority for the transportation 
thereof, the joint board added. It said 
they took the position that the unquali- 
fied description “agricultural commodi- 
ties” impliedly and logically included 
manufactured and unmanufactured ag- 
ricultural commodities, and that the de- 
scription in their certificate and the 
term as noted in the interstate commerce 
act did not convey identical meanings. 

The board quoted a part of section 
203(b) (6) of the act in saying that the 
considered shipments were not commin- 
gled with commodities declared exempt. 
under that section of the act: 

“(b) Nothing in this part, except the 
provisions of section 204 relative to 
qualifications and maximum hours of 
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service of employes and safety of opera- 
tion or standards of equipment shall be 
construed to include ... (6) motor vehi- 
cles used in carrying property consisting 
of ordinary livestock, fish, including 
shell fish), or agricultural (including 
horticultural) commodities (not includ- 
ing manufactured products thereof), if 
such motor vehicles are not used in 
carrying any other property | or pas- 
sengers for compensation; . . 

The joint board said that at the hear- 
ing it was the position of the Commis- 
sion’s Bureau of Inquiry and Compli- 
ance that the parenthetical phrase “(not 
including manufactured products there- 
of)” in section 203(b)(6) was “descrip- 
tive, definitive and explanatory, and was 
inserted by Congress to include in the 
exemption such agricultural commodities 
which have been processed but only to 
the extent ordinarily customary in the 
preparation of the commodities for mar- 
ket by the producer.” 

Several dictionary and encyclopedic 
definitions of “cheese” were quoted by 
the joint board, as well as a portion of 
the Commission’s opinion Determination 
of Exempted Agricultural Commodities, 
52 M.C.C. 511, pertaining to the mean- 
ing of “agricultural commodities (not 
—s manufactured products there- 
re) Wag 


Supreme Court Quoted 


The joint board also quoted the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 
East Texas Motor Freight Lines, Inc., 
et al. v. Frozen Food Express, et al. in 
which the court holding fresh and fro- 
zen dressed poultry to be exempt, an- 
nounced the so-called “continuing sub- 
tial identity” test. It said the Supreme 
Court quoted from Anheuser-Busch 
Assn. v. United States, 207 U.S. 556, 562, 
as follows: 

“|. . Manufacture implies a change, 
but every change is not manufacture, 
and yet every change in an article is the 
result of treatment, labor and manipu- 
lation. But something more is necessary 
. .. There must be a transformation; a 
new and different article must emerge, 
having a distinctive name, character, or 
use.” 

The board then quoted the Supreme 
Court as adding that “at some point 
processing and manufacturing will 
merge,” but that “where the commodity 
retains a continuing substantial identity 
through the processing state we cannot 
say that it has been ‘manufactured’ 
within the meaning of section 203(b) 
(6).” 

The Supreme Court was also quoted by 
the board as having said, in Interstate 
Commerce Commission v. Weldon, 90 
F. Supp. 873, that the term “agricultural 
products” in the defendant’s certificate 
carried the same interpretation as the 
phrase “agricultural commodities (not 
including manufactured products there- 
of)” in section 203(b)(6) of the act. 


The respondents in the instant case 
contended that the inclusion in the com- 
modity description in their certificate of 
the term “agricultural commodities” au- 
thorized the transportation of “manufac- 
tured agricultural commodities,” which 
embraced commodities derived from 
products of agriculture through the proc- 
ess of manufacture, and that the term 
“agricultural commodities” was not sy- 
nonymous with “agricultural (including 
horticultural) commodities (not includ- 


ing manufactured products thereof)” 
contained in section 203(b)(6) of the 
act, the board said. 


Respondents’ Interpretation 

“The ultimate conclusion of such a 
strained and unnatural construction of 
the authority held,” the board continued, 
“would logically authorize respondents to 
transport practically all commodities 
which find their way into the channels of 
commerce. 

“The Commission did not intend to 
convey any greater authority than that 
set forth in the partial exemption of 
section 203(b) of the act, for which 
authority is otherwise required when 
commodities named therein are com- 
mingled in transportation with non- 
exempt commodities. As evidenced by 
the cases cited, neither the Commission 
nor the courts have ruled that the two 
terms have different meanings.” 

Exceptions to the report, if any must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days from November 8. 

The joint board was composed of 
George R. Perrine, of Illinois; H. F. 
Nelson, of Iowa, and Maurice H. Van 
Susteren, of Wisconsin. 


Petroleum Wax Not Covered 
By Right to Haul ‘Liquid 
Chemicals,’ Examiner Says 
Examiner James I. Carr, by a 
proposed report in MC-C-2111, M. I. 
O’Boyle & Sons, Inc. v. Miller Motor 


Line of North Carolina, Inc., has 
recommended that the Commission 


find that petroleum wax is properly 
classified as a petroleum product 
and not as a chemical, and that the 
defendant’s certificate authorizing 
the transportation of liquid chemi- 
cals does not cover petroleum wax. 


The examiner said the Commission 
should enter a cease and desist order 
against the defendant, Miller Motor Line 
of North Carolina, Inc., and should find 
that the transportation by the defend- 
ant of petroleum wax in the manner 
and between the points described in the 
proceeding was unauthorized. 

The complainant,.M. I. O’Boyle & Son, 
Inc., of Washington, D.C., alleged that 
the defendant was engaged in the trans- 
portation of liquid wax, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Marcus Hook, Pa., to 
Winston-Salem, N.C., and from Bayonne, 
N.J., to Charlotte, N.C., without appro- 
priate authority, and asked issuance of 
a cease and desist order, the examiner 
said. In reply, he said, the defendant 
contended that the transportation of li- 
quid wax in bulk in tank vehicles was 
lawful and within the scope of its op- 
erating authority, and requested dismis- 
sal of the complaint. 

The complainant asserted, the ex- 
aminer said, that “under any realistic 
viewpoint, wax is not a liquid chemical,” 
and contended that “no basis exists for 
considering the definition in Maxwell Co. 
Extension—Addyston, 63 M.C.C._ 677, 
where it results in overruling the classi- 
fications in Descriptions in Motor Car- 
riers Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209.” 

Examiner Carr said that in the “de- 
scriptions” case, wax distillate, wax tail- 
ings, and wax were classified under 
“petroleum and petroleum products in 
tank vehicles,” and waxes were excluded 
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from the classification of “acids and 
chemicals, in tank vehicles.” He added 
that the petroleum listing was said to in- 
clude “all derivatives of crude petroleum, 
including liquid petro-chemicals,” and 
that the chemicals list was intended to 
be complete, including those chemicals 
which were also listed under petroleum 
and petroleum products and under coal 
tar products. 

“Subsequently,” said the examiner, “it 
was recognized that a grant of authority 
to transport the commodities classified 
as acids and chemicals in the ‘Descrip- 
tion Case’ would not permit the provision 
of a full service on behalf of manufac- 
turers of chemicals and certain appli- 
cants were granted authority to trans- 
port liquid chemicals without reference 
to the classification. Defendant was one 
of such applicants in its Sub. No. 17 
application. This action raised difficulties 
in that carriers of liquid chemicals with- 
out restriction were handling and offering 
their services on a wide range of com- 
modities which they considered to be 
chemicals under a definition of chem- 
icals in its broad technical sense. 

“In Maxwell Co., supra, these facts 
were recognized and it was stated: “The 
most practicable solution lies in adopting 
a definition or description of the term 
which does not conflict with and is inter- 
pretative of the Commission’s findings in 
Descriptions in Motor Carriers Certifi- 
cates. The following definition was 
thereafter set forth as a guide: 


“Liquid chemicals, as used in motor- 
carrier operating authorities are those 
substances or materials resulting from 
a chemical or physical change induced 
by the processes employed in the chem- 
ical industry, including uniting, mixing, 
blending, and compounding, except such 
finished or end products as are intended, 
at the time of transportation and with- 
out further processing, for packaging and 
sale to the general public.’ 


Liquid Wax Processing 


“There is no evidence that petroleum 
wax is produced by the chemical indus- 
try. It is a product of the petroleum 
industry, although petroleum refiners 
admittedly produce certain chemicals as 
an adjunct to their basic operations. 
None of the shippers express any opinion 
as to whether petroleum is a chemical. 
The opinion of the expert witness pre- 
sented by complainant that wax is not a 
chemical for the reason that it is basical- 
ly an inert material is of not particular 
value unless the Commission adjusts its 
entire past method of classification. This 
same expert does not consider that the 
methods of obtaining petroleum wax 
from crude petroleum nor the operations 
in purification or blending, including 
polyethylene blending, as constituting 
processes employed by the chemical in- 
dustry. 

“On the other hand, the shippers ex- 
press contrary opinions as to certain of 
the processes employed for ‘production 
of wax coating milk cartons. It is ap- 
parent from the testimony of the repre- 
sentative of Esso Standard that these 
processes, which shippers consider chem- 
ical processes, are distinctly similar to 
the processes which are employed for 
the production of gasoline and kerosene. 

“On consideration of all the evidence, 
the examiner concludes that petroleum 
wax is properly classified in the ‘descrip- 
tions case’ as a petroleum product and 
not a chemical and that the interpreta- 
tive definition in the ‘Maxwell case’ does 
not warrant inclusion of petroleum wax 
in the classification of chemicals. The 
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evidence is limited as concerns wax other 
than that used in coating milk contain- 
ers, Which is the product concerning 







roleum, | which complaint is concerned; however 
,”’ and | because of the reference to chlorinated 
ided to | wax, the examiner deems it appropriate 
emicals | to point out that his conclusions do not 





include such product, which from the 
scant evidence available is believed to 
be properly a chemical unless moving 
as an end product exception. Of course 











ithority petroleum wax moving to a plant for 

assified | chlorination is not considered by the 

escrip- | examiner to be a chemical.” 

rovision Exceptions to the report, if any, must 

anufac- | pe filed with the Commission within 30 
appli- | days from November 8. 








No. 4 | Transit at Rapid City, S.D., 
nous | On Shipments of Wheat 





To California Recommended 


Examiner Edward L. Boisseree, by 
a proposed report in No. 32119, Tri- 










e facts} State Milling Co. v. Alameda Belt 
d: ‘The } Line, et al., has recommended that 
opting the Commission find that assailed 
is inter- | Tates on wheat and wheat products, 
jings in } in carloads, from origins on the 





Chicago & Northwestern Railway in 
western South Dakota to California 
destinations with transit at Rapid 






these | City, S.D., are, and for the future 
1g from | will be, unreasonable to the extent 
induced 





they exceed or may exceed $1.3544 
cents a 100 pounds. 






ep chem- 








mixing, 

*pt such Examiner Boisseree said the Com- 
ntended, | Mission should further find that through 
id with- — routes and the joint rate of $1.35% on 





wheat and wheat products, in carloads 
from such origins to California destina- 
tions through Rapid City, S.D., for tran- 
sit were necessary and desirable in the 
public interest and needed to provide 
adequate and more efficient or more 
economic transportation. Defendants 


ting and 













refiners § should be allowed to apply to the rate 
1icals as§ the increases authorized in Ex Parte No. 
erations. § 206, he said. 

opinion 





The examiner said that the complain- 
ant assailed the rates on wheat from 
specified origins in western South Da- 
kota to Rapids City, S.D., for milling-in- 
transit and thence shipped as flour and 










articular } other milled products to destinations in 
justs its} California, At the hearing, he said, the 
co complaint was amended to exclude 






therefrom rates from origins in west- 
ern South Dakota on the Chicago, Mil- 
waukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad Co., 
80 that the relief sought was restricted 
to rates from all origins on the Chicago 
& Northwestern between Rapid City and 
Philips, S.D., and from Rapid City to and 
patios Belle Fourche and Newell, 
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Examiner Boisseree said that except 











[t is ap-} for an occasional carload, neither the 
1e repre-} wheat nor products milled therefrom, - 
at — had moved from the Rapid City mill of 
aed cay complainant to destinations in states 
oyed for west of South Dakota and that the as- 





serted reason for the failure to ship to 
such destinations, particularly in Cali- 





evidence, 







etroleum § fornia, was the assailed freight rates. 
Peery No Transit at Rapid City 
terpreta- The examiner said that the defendants 





published a joint rate from the consid- 
ered origins to California on wheat but. 
the rate was restricted to the movement 


sase’ does 









of the grain only and transit was not 
extended on that rate. The rate was 
$1.35% and was the same as the rate 
published on like movements from cen- 
tral and eastern South Dakota but in 
the latter instance the rate was appli- 
cable on all grain and grain products, 
including flour, and transit was permitted 
at Sioux Falls, S.D., and other points. 


Evidence submitted at the hearing 
indicated that the complainant was 
seeking the publication of the $1.35%- 
rate on wheat products as well as wheat 
with milling-in-transit authorized at 
Rapid City, the examiner said. How- 
ever, he added, the complainant asked, 
on brief, that the rate from the con- 
sidered origins, which he called Black 
Hills origins, to California be fixed at 
$1.15 on both wheat and its products 
with transit. 


The rate sought by complainant, on 
brief, was considerably less than the 
rates presently applicable and there ap- 
peared to be no relation between such 
rates and the transcontinental rates gen- 
erally effective from other origins in 
South Dakota and adjacent grain pro- 
ducing states, the examiner said, adding 
that there was no basis in the instant 
record for directing the establishment 
of the rate sought by complainant. 


Views of Examiner 


“Since through routes are found to be 
necessary and desirable it follows that 
a rate approximating that generally ef- 
fective from central and eastern South 
Dakota and adjacent areas to the east 
and south on all grain and grain products 
should be made effective on the wheat 
products shipped by complainant,” the 
examiner said. “As indicated ... that 
rate is $1.35% presently effective on the 
grain from the considered origin terri- 
tory. 

“Even under through routes and the 
joint rate herein found justified for 
the future, the complainant will en- 
counter difficulty in shipping flour and 
mill products to California unless trans- 
it is authorized at such rate by the 
Chicago and Northwestern at Rapid City. 
The joint rate of $1.35% on flour will 
provide some measure of relief but the 
inbound rate on the movement of wheat 
to the mill at Rapid City from some 
origins such as Belle Fourche will result 
in total freight charges on shipments of 
California that are higher than those 
concurrently effective from other pro- 
ducing areas. 


“The Commission normally follows the 
principle that transit arrangements 
should not be required except to remove 
unjust discrimination or undue preju- 
dice. In the instant proceeding the rec- 
ord fails to show the particular circum- 
stances and conditions under which 
transit is authorized at mills in Sioux 
Falls and other points on westbound 
movements to California sufficient to 
sustain a finding of unlawful discrimina- 
tion or prejudice. However, the record 
does show that transit arrangements are 
generally available at various interme- 
diate points on grain and grain products 
moving to south Pacific coast destina- 
tions not only from origins in central 
and eastern South Dakota but from 
grain and flour producing points in ad- 
jacent States. Such transit is authorized 
at the same rate herein found to be rea- 
sonable from the Black Hills territory to 
the same destinations. The Commission 
has the power under section 1 of the act 
to prescribe a transit arrangement. See 
General Mills, Inc. v. Great Northern Ry. 
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Co., 269 I.C.C. 457,467 and cases cited 
therein. Milling-in-transit arrangements 
under the joint through rate prescribed 
herein should be established for com- 
plainant’s mill at Rapid City.” 


MOTOR RECOMMENDED REPORTS 


Recommended orders in these reports 
become effective at expiration of 20 days 


from date of service of reports (25 days 
if general office of a party to a proceed- 
ing, or the office of the petitioner repre- 
senting him, is located at or west of El 
Paso, Tex., Salt Lake City, Utah, or 
Helena, Mont.) unless exceptions have 
been filed within the 20-day period, or 
the order has been stayed or postponed 
by the Commission. 

State in which applicant for certificate, 
license or permit has home office is shown 
below in “black face” type, with name 
of town or city following. 


Plastic Grilles 


MC-C-1868, Fedders-Quigan Corp. v. 
Kramer Bros. Freight Lines, et al. By 
Examiner Victor C. Swearingen. Modi- 
fied procedure followed. Recommends 
that rates based on first and third class 
ratings provided on plastic articles, 
N.O.I., assessed on shipments of round 
plastic grilles, moving in 1952, 1953 and 
1954, from East Chicago, Ind., and Chi- 
cago, Ill., to Maspeth, L. I., and Buffalo, 
N.Y., be found inapplicable. Further 
recommends, on determination of appli- 
cable rates, that the proceeding be dis- 
continued. The examiner said that 
the first class rates from East Chicago 
to Maspeth and Buffalo, respectively 
were $3.57 and $2.39. To Maspeth 
the charges on shipments weighing 
between 5,210 and 8,176 pounds, were 
based on 16,000 pounds at the third 
class rate of $2.36, and to Buffalo the 
charges on shipments weighing 3,350 and 
5,773 pounds, were based on 12,000 pounds 
at the third class rate of $1.54. Com- 
plainant contended that the article was 
in fact an air louver, and sought the 
third class, less-truckload rate thereon, 
the examiner said, adding that the 
tariffs indicated these rates from the 
considered origin, were $2.56 and $2.36 
for shipments less than 5,000 pounds and 
5,000 pounds and over, respectively; and 
for the same weight to Buffalo they were 
$1.74 and $1.54 prior to April 7, 1954, and 
$1.89 and $1.69 thereafter. The examiner 
said the description in the classification 
on louvers, air, was more specific than 
the classification description 6n plastic 
articles, N.O.I. and that the air louver 
description included the instant com- 
modity. He said the Commission should 
find that the rates charged on the con- 
sidered shipments were inapplicable and 
that the applicable rates were those 
based on the ratings provided on air 
louvers. 


Certificates—Licenses—Permits 


Alabama (Birmingham) — MC-104819, 
Sub. 94, C. E. McBride, dba Colonial Fast 
Freight Lines, Extension—Foods Requir- 
ing Refrigeration. Certificate proposed, 
on further hearing. Over irregular 
routes, (1) prepared food, from New York, 
N.Y., and Philadelphia, Pa.; (2) beef, 
lamb, and veal cuts, from New York, 
N.Y.; (3) chocolate, chocolate coating, 
and confectionary, from Philadelphia, 
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and (4) fruits, grape juice, jams, jellies, 
preserves, and tomato juice, from points 
in New York on and west of U.S. High- 
way 11 and from northeast Pennsylvania 
to points in Ala., La., Miss., and Tenn. 

Alabama (Evergreen)—MC-115162, Sub. 
23, Walter Poole, dba Poole Truck Line, 
Extension—Soy Bean Meal. Certificate 
proposed. Soy bean meal, in bulk, from 
Taylorville and Decatur, Ill., and Decatur, 
Ind., to Guntersville, Ala., over irregular 
routes. 

Arkansas (Crossett)—MC-100666, Sub. 
25, B. E. Melton, Extension—Crossett, 
Ark. Certificate proposed. (1) lumber, 
from Crossett, Ark., to points in Ill, 
Ind., Miss., Tenn., and a specified part 
of Ky., and (2) wodden pallets, from 
Crossett to points in Mo., Tenn., Miss., 
La., Tex., Ill, Okla., and Kan., over 
irregular routes. 

California (Santa Maria)—MC-99899, 
Sub. 1, A. S. Fitzgerald, dba Fitz-Gerald 
Bros., Extension—Fertilizer. Certificate 
proposed. Urea and manufactured fer- 
tilizer from points in Ventura County, 
Calif., to Port Hueneme, Calif., and points 
in the Los Angeles Harbor commercial 
zone, over irregular routes. 

Delaware (Wilmington) — MC-115955, 
Sub. 2, Harry J. Scari, dba Scari’s De- 
livery Serving, Extension — Airports. 
Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, with exceptions. (1) between the 
Philadelphia International Airport and 
the North Philadelphia Airport, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, the New 
Castle County Airport near Wilming- 
ton, Del., and the Dover Air Force Base, 
Dover, Del., and (2) between Wilming- 
ton, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
the four airports named in (1), with 
restrictions. 

District of Columbia (Washington)— 
MC-52974, Sub. 5, The Jacobs Transfer 
Co., Inc., Extension—Meat. Permit pro- 
posed. Meats, meat products, and meat 
by-products, over irregular routes, with 
restrictions. 

District of Columbia (Washington)— 
MC-106965, Sub. 111, M. I. O’Boyle & 
Son, Inc., dba O’Boyle Tank Lines, Ex- 
tension—Vinegar. Certificate proposed. 
Vinegar, in bulk, in tank vehicles, over 
irregular routes, from Winchester, Va., to 
Brooklyn, N.Y., and Terre Haute, Ind. 

Illinois (Chicago)—MC-4405, Sub. 285, 
Dealers Transit, Inc., Extension—Albu- 
querque. Certificate proposed. (a) Trail- 
ers, except those designed to be drawn 
by passenger automobiles, in initial move- 
ments, by truckaway and driveaway, from 
Albuquerque, N.M., to points in the 
United States, and (b) tractors, other 
than farm tractors, in secondary move- 
ments, by driveaway, only when drawing 
trailers moving in initial driveaway 
movements, from Albuquerque to points 
in Ariz., Nev., Ore., and Vt., over irregu- 
lar routes. 


Illinois 


(East St. Louis)—MC-101082, 
Sub. 3, EE-Jay Motor Transports, Inc., 
Extension—Liquid Petroleum Wax. Per- 
mit proposed. Liquid petroleum wax, in 


bulk, in tank vehicles equipped with 
steam coils, from East St. Louis, Ill., to 
points in Ill., Ind., Ia., Mo., and Tenn., 
over irregular routes. 

Illinois (Northbrook)—-MC-116576, Nor- 
bert Heitkotter and Helmet Heitkotter, 
dba Heitkotter Bros., Common Carrier. 
Denial of certificate proposed. Over ir- 
regular routes, passenger automobiles, in 
secondary movements, by truckaway, 
other than from manufacturer or as- 


sembly plant, between Chicago, Ill., and 
points in Cook, Lake, McHenry, and 
DuPage counties, Ill., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Florida. 

Illinois (Peoria)—-MC-60393, Sub. 13, 
Central Transfer Co., Extension—Alter- 
nate Route. Certificate proposed. Gen- 
eral commodities, with exceptions, be- 
tween Bloomington, Ill., and Chicago, 
Ill., over U.S. Highway 66, serving no 
intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only in 
connection with authorized regular- 
route operations between Peoria, IIl., 
and Chicago, and between Peoria and 
Bloomington. 

Indiana (Fortville)—MC-109451, Sub. 
70, Ecoff Trucking, Inc., Extension— 
Copper Hill, Tenn. Denial of permit pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, acids and 
chemicals, with exceptions, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, (1) from Copper Hill, 
Tenn., to points in N.C., S.C., Ga.; (2) 
between Charlotte, Durham, Selma, and 
Wilmington, N.C., Charleston and Green- 
ville, S.C., Augusta, Rome, and Savannah, 
Ga., Nichols, Fla., Birmingham, Mobile, 
and Dothan, Ala., and Jackson, Miss., 
and (3) from cities named in (2), except 
Nichols, to points within 250 miles of 
such cities in Tenn., N.C., S.C., Ga., Fla., 
Ala., and Miss. 

Indiana (Indianapolis) — MC-1649, 
Sub. 62, Railway Express Motor Trans- 
port, Inc., Extension—Crawfordsville. 
Certificate proposed. General commodi- 
ties, except household goods, moving in 
express service, between Crawfordsville, 
Ind., and Indianapolis, Ind., and re- 
turn, over a specified route, serving all 
intermediate points, including Green- 
castle, Ind., subject to restrictions. 

Indiana (South Bend) — MC-29886, 
Sub. 98, Dallas & Mavis Forwarding Co., 
Inc., Extension—Toledo, O., to Nebraska 
and New Mexico, embracing MC-43038, 
Sub. 402, Commercial Carriers, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Toledo, O., to Nebraska and 
New Mexico. Certificates proposed. In 
both cases, over irregular routes, motor 
vehicles, except trailers and semi-trailers, 
in initial movements, by truckaway, from 
Toledo, O., to points in Neb. and N.M. 

Iowa (Iowa City)—MC-92983, Sub. 227, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—Lawrence, 
Kan. Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, (1) chemicals and acids, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Lawrence, Kan., 
to points in IIL, Ind., Ky., Mich., Minn., 
O., W.Va., and Wis., and (2) commodi- 
ties in (1) above except acids and chemi- 
cals derived from petroleum and petro- 
leum products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Lawrence, Kan., to points in Colo., 
Okla., and Tex., except points in Harris, 
Jefferson, and Orange counties, Tex. 

Iowa (Iowa City) —MC-92983, Sub. 238, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—Alkyl 
Benzene, Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, alkyl benzene, in bulk in 
tank vehicles, from St. Louis, Mo., to 
Dallas, Tex. 

Iowa (Iowa City) —-MC-92983, Sub. 246, 
Eldon Miller, Inc., Extension—Cham- 
paign. Certificate proposed. Petroleum 
and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Champaign, Ill., and points 
within 10 miles thereof, to points in 
Indiana, over irregular routes. 

Iowa (Marshalltown)—MC-30844, Sub. 
31, Heuer Truck Lines, Inc., Extension 
—Sapulpa. Certificate proposed. Glass 
and glassware, from Sapulpa, Okla., to 
points in Iowa with exceptions, over ir- 
regular routes. 

Iowa (Postville)—-MC-116868, Earl J. 
Ruckdaschel, Common Carrier. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
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animal and poultry feed, feed ingredi- 
ents, fertilizer, binder twine and seed, 
from Postville, Ia., to points in specified 
Minnesota counties, and points in Wis. 
consin on and west of U.S. Highway 12, 

Kansas (Kansas City)—MC-29566, 
Sub. 50, Southwest Freight Lines, Inc, 
Extension—Ammonium Nitrate, em- 
bracing MC-29566, Sub. 51, Southwest 
Freight Lines, Inc., Extension—Ferti- 
lizer. Certificate proposed. In both cases, 
ammonium nitrate fertilizer, from Mili- 
itary, Kan., to points in IIl., Ia., Ind, 
Ky., and Mo., over irregular routes. 

Kansas (Wichita)—MC-30605, Sub. 93, 
Santa Fe Trail Transportation Co., Ex- 
tension—Alternate Routes. Certificate 
proposed. General commodities, with ex- 
ceptions, between specified points in 
Okla., Ark., Kan., and Colo., over speci- 
fied routes, with restrictions. 

Kentucky (Erlanger) —-MC-116826, Billy 
W. Cook, Contract Carrier. Permit pro- 
posed. Sand and gravel (1) from New- 
town, O., to Erlanger, Ky., over a specified 
route, and (2) from Cleves, O., to Er- 
langer, and return, over a specified route, 
serving the intermediate point of Coving- 
ton, Ky., limited to service performed 
for the Ready-Mixed Concrete Co., of 
Erlanger. 

Louisiana (Shreveport)—MC-2130, Sub, 
51, Couch Motor Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Elizabeth, La. Certificate proposed. 
Wrapping paper, paper bags, and ma- 
chinery parts, serving Elizabeth, La., as 
an off-route point in connection with 
specified authorized regular-route oper- 
ations, restricted to shipments originat- 
ing at Elizabeth. 

Maryland (Baltimore) — MC - 109136, 
Sub. 13, The Oriole Terminal & Trans- 
portation Co., Extension— Virginia. 
Permit proposed, with authority for dual 
operations. Liquid caustic soda, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from the Army Chemi- 
cal Center near Edgewood, Md., to the 
District of Columbia and points in Vir- 
ginia on and east of U.S. Highway 1, 
over irregular routes, with conditions. 

Maryland (Baltimore)—MC-11352, 
Sub. 9, James F. Black, dba Parkville 
Trucking Co., Extension—Rhode Island. 
Certificate proposed. Silica gel catalyst, 
in bulk, in covered hopper vehicles, from 
Baltimore, Md., to Conanicut Island, R.1, 
over irregular routes. 


Michigan (Acme)—MC-116593, Peter 
Smith, Contract Carrier. Permit pro- 
posed. Canned cherries, from Elk Rapids, 
Mich., to points in Ind., Ill., Ark., Tenn. 
Ky., Ala, O., Pa, N.Y., Wis., and 
Minn., and empty used containers on 
return, over irregular routes, limited to 
service performed for the Elk Rapids 
Packing Co., of Elk Rapids. 

Michigan (Detroit)—MC-50069, Sub. 
183, Refiners Transport & Terminal 
Corp., Extension—Liquid Chemicals. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Described liquid chem- 
icals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Detroit, Mich., to points in Ill., Ind., Ia. 
Kan., Ky., Minn., Mo., Neb., O., and Wis. 
over irregular routes. 

Michigan (Escanaba) — MC - 108859, 
Sub. 25, Clairmont Transfer Co., Exten- 
sion—Explosives. Certificate proposed. 
Class A and B explosives, between Green 
Bay, Wis., and Kinross Air Force Base 
at or near Kinross, Mich., and return, 
over a specified route, serving no inter- 
mediate points. 

Michigan (Lakeview) — MC-116437, 
Michigan Pickle Co., Common Carrier. 
Certificate proposed. Over irregular 
routes, migrant workers and their bag- 
gage in the same vehicle, in special and 
charter operations in the season extend- 
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November 16, 1957 






gredi- § ing from April 1 to September 30, in- 
seed, | clusive, of each year, between Eagle 
ecified § Pass and El Paso, Tex., on the one 





hand, and, on the other, Saginaw and 
Lakeview, Mich. 

Michigan (Lansing)—-MC-8989, Sub. 
168, Howard Sober, Inc., Extension—Sid- 
ney, O. Denial of certificate proposed for 
want of prosecution. Over irregular 






















































































Ferti- | routes, automobiles, trucks, buses, fire en- 
cases, | gines and/or fire apparatus, in initial 
. Mili. | movements via driveaway and truck- 
, Ind, | away, and parts and accessories threof 
utes. moving at the same time and with the 
ub. 93, | vehicle of which they are a part and on 
o., Ex- | which they are to be installed, from 
tificate | Sidney, O., to points in the United 
ith ex- | States, and damaged, rejected, or re- 
nts in| turned shipments on return. 
speci- Missouri (Carthage)—MC-116544, Sub. 
1, Wilson Brothers Truck Line, Inc., 
6, Billy | Extension—Florida. Certificate proposed, 
it pro- § with authority for dual operations. Flour, 
1 New-§ other than in bulk, from points in Kan- 
ecified § sas, St. Joseph, Mo., and Alva, Okla., 
to Er-§ to points in Florida, over irregular 
i route, § routes. 
Yoving- Missouri (Festus)—MC-115331, Sub. 2, 
formed § Truck Transport, Inc., Extension—Am- 
Co., of} monia Nitrate. Certificate proposed. 
Ammonia nitrate, in barrels and bags, 
30, Sub, | from Selma, Mo., and points in Mo. with- 
nsion— | in five miles thereof, to points in IIl, 
yosed.} Ky., Tenn., Ia., Okla., Kan., and Ark., 
1d ma- | and empty used barrels and bags on re- 
La., as | turn, over irregular routes. 
n with Nebraska (Clay Center)—-MC-101476, 
e oper- | Sub. 8. Howard N. Dahlsten, dba Dahl- 
riginat- | sten Truck Lines, Extension—lIllinois. 
Permit proposed. Salt and salt com- 
109136, | pounds, from Hutchinson, Kanopolis, 
Trans- | and Lyons, Kan., to points in Illinois, 
ginia.| and empty containers on return, over 
or dual | irregular routes, subject to conditions. 
n bulk, Nebraska (Omaha)—MC-70451, Sub. 
Chemi- | 194, Watson Bros. Transportation Co., 
to the | Inc., Extension—Montgomery. Certificate 
in Vir- | proposed. General commodities, with 
iway 1,] exceptions, (1) serving the plant site of 
ditions. | the Caterpillar Tractor Co. near Mont- 
'-113524,] gomery, Kendall County, IIl., as an off- 
-arkville | route point in connection with otherwise 
Island.} authorized regular-route operations, and 
catalyst, | (2) operating between the plant site and 
es, from} Peoria, Ill. and return, over specified 
nd, R.1.,} routes, with no service at intermediate 
points, with restriction. 
, Peter New Jersey (Alpha)—MC-35980, Sub. 
iit pro-| 2, Michael Begala, Extension—Sand and 
Rapids,| Gravel. Certificate proposed. Over ir- 
, Tenn., | regular routes, sand gravel, crushed stone, 
s., and] slag, and soil and earth strippings, ex- 
mers on|empt from cargo-security requirements, 
nited to| from points in Pennsylvania within 45 
Rapids| miles of Alpha, N.J., other than those 
within 30 miles of Alpha, to Stanhope, 
9, Sub NJ. 
Terminal] New Jersey (Jersey City) —MC-86336, 
als. Cer- | Sub. 2, Dabar Haulage Co., Inc., Exten- 
ad chem- | sion—Maryland. Permit proposed. Empty 
2s, from} iron or steel pails and drums, from Penn- 
Ind., Ia.}S8auken Township, Camden, NJ., to 
ind Wis.,} Points in Maryland on and east of US. 
Highway 11, over irregular routes, with 
- 108959, | °Nditions. 
, Exten-| New Jersey (Ne wark)—MC-116173, 
sroposed.| Lakeland Bus Lines, Inc., Common 
n Green| Carrier. Certificate proposed. General 
rce Base | Commodities, with exceptions, in pack- 
| return, | ges not exceeding 40 pounds in weight 
10 inter- | or six cubic feet in volume, moving in 
express service on applicant’s motor 
5-116437, | bUSes operated under its regular-route 
Carrier. | #Uthority between New York City and 
irregular points in New Jersey authorized by its 
ieir bag-| er tificates, with limitation. 
ecial and} New York (Auburn)—MC-116005, Sub. 
1) extend-} 2, Onondaga Coach Corp., Common Car- 











rier. Certificate proposed. Passengers and 
their baggage, (1) between Auburn and 
Syracuse, N.Y., and return, over a speci- 
fied route (also from Marcellus, N.Y., to 
Syracuse, and return, over New York 
Highway 175); (2) between Onondaga 
Hill, N.Y., and junction unnumbered 
highway and New York Highway 175, 
and return, over a specified route, and 
(3) between junction New York Highways 
175 and 173 (at Onondaga Hill) and the 
Onondaga County Home, and return, over 
New York Highway 173, serving all inter- 
mediate points, subject to condition. 

New York (Brooklyn) —MC-112324, Sub. 
2, P. Toscano & Sons Moving Co., Inc., 
Extension—Return Movements. Certifi- 
cate proposed. Household goods, (1) 
from points in N.Y., N.J., Pa., and Conn. 
within 100 miles of New York City, to 
New York City, and (2) between New 
York City and points in N.Y., NJ., Pa., 
and Conn. beyond 100 miles from New 
York City, over irregular routes. 

New York (Rochester)—MC-116497, 
Clancy Bros. Transportation Co., Inc., 
Contract Carrier. Permit proposed. Fresh 
meat, in vehicles equipped with mechan- 
ical refrigeration, over irregular routes, 
from Rochester, N.Y., to points in Conn., 
Del., Me., Md., Mass., R.I., Va., D.C., and 
a specified part of N.J., limited to service 
for the Queen Packing Co., of Rochester. 

North Carolina (Lumberton) — MC- 
113336, Sub. 14, Petroleum Transit Co., 
Inc., Extension—Tampa, Fla. Certificate 
proposed. Asphalt, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, from Savannah, Ga., to Tampa, 
Fla., over irregular routes. 


Ohio (Cincinnati) —MC-101126, Sub. 54, 
Stillpass Transit Co., Inc., Extension— 
Specified Liquid Commodities. Permit 
proposed. Specified liquid commodities, to 
or from Cincinnati, O., and points in IIl., 
Ind., Ky., Mich., N.Y., Pa., and Wis. 

Ohio (Middletown) —MC-45813, Sub. 3, 
The Dumford Trucking Co., Extension— 
Franklin, O. Permit proposed. Plastic 
products, from Franklin, O., to Evansville, 
Ind., and Deerfield, Mich., and skids 
and pallets on return, over irregular 
routes. 


Oklahoma (Oklahoma City)—MC-873, 
Sub. 29, Sooner Freight Lines, Exten- 
sion— Mustang. Certificate proposed. 
Class A and B explosives between Okla- 
homa City, Okla., and the explosives 
magazine site of the McCullough Tool 
Co., near Mustang, Okla., over irregular 
routes, subject to condition. 

Oklahoma (Tulsa)—MC-106398, Sub. 
84, National Trailer Convoy, Inc., Ex- 
tension—Iowa. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, trailers designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
initial movements, by truckaway, from 
Burlington and Guttenberg, Ia., to 
points in the United States, except Mt. 
Clemens, Detroit, and Flint, Mich. 

Pennsylvania (Allentown)—MC-114679, 
Sub. 7, Howard H. Krapf, dba Krapf 
Truck Service, Extension—Cinders. Cer- 
tificate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
cinder, from points in Carbon, Schuyl- 
kill, and Luzerne counties, Pa., to points 


‘in N.Y., N.J., Md., and Del. 


Pennsylvania (Carlisle) — MC-28439, 
Sub. 76, Daily Motor Express, Inc., 
Extension—Tractors. Certificate pro- 
posed. (1) Tractors (other than truck- 
tractors) with or without attachments, 
except those requiring special handling 
or equipment because of size or weight, 
and (2) parts for such tractors, from 
Minneapolis, and Hopkins, Minn., to 
points in Pa., N.J., N.Y., Del., Md., Va., 
Me., Mass., Conn., RI., N.H., W.Va., 
and D.C., over irregular routes. 
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Pennsylvania (Hadley) — MC-52676, 
Sub. 4, T. E. Fletcher, dba Fletcher 
Truck Line, Extension—Adamsville, Pa. 
Permit proposed. Agricultural machinery 
and implements and parts, other than 
hand, and related commodities, between 
Adamsville, West Fallowfield Township, 
Crawford County, Pa., and points in W. 
Va. and Md., over irregular routes, sub- 
ject to conditions. 

Pennsylvania (Lancaster) — MC-78118, 
Sub. 6, Wilbur H. Johns, Extension— 
Glass Containers. Certificate proposed, 
with authority for dual operations. Glass 
containers, not exceeding one gallon in 
capacity, from Oil City, Pa., and points 
in specified boroughs of Pennsylvania, 
to points in Va., N.C., S.C., Ga., and 
Fla., and damaged or defective glass 


containers on return, over irregular 
routes. 
Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)—MC- 


34977, Sub. 4, Domenick Volpe and Ro- 
berta Volpe, dba D. Volpe, Extension— 
Oaks, Pa. Permit proposed. Sheet steel 
products and parts therefor when trans- 
ported in the same vehicle therewith, 
from Oaks, Montgomery County, Pa., to 
Washington, D.C., New York, N.Y. points 
in specified New York counties in a spe- 
cified part of Virginia, and in Del., Md., 
and N.J., and damaged or defective ship- 
ments on return, over irregular routes, 
subject to conditions. 

Pennsylvania (Pittsburgh) —MC- 
116506, William Grimm, dba Johnstown- 
Pittsburgh Express, Common Carrier. 
Certificate proposed. General com- 
modities, with exections, between Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., and Johnstown, Pa., and re- 
turn, over specified regular routes, serv- 
ing intermediate and off-route points 
within 10 miles of Johnstown. 

Texas (Corpus Christi)—-MC-116800, 
Donald Cline, Contract Carrier. Denial 
of permit proposed for want of prosecu- 
tion. Over irregular routes, lubricating 
oils, petroleum products, and greases, in 
barrels, drums, cans, in cartons or cases, 
or in packages, from Oil City and Rouse- 
ville, Pa., to Corpus Christi and Victoria, 
Tex., and exempt commodities such as 
fish and agricultural products on return. 

Texas (Dallas)—-MC-108207, Sub. 54, 
Frozen Food Express, Extension—Man- 
kato, Minn., Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, (1) frozen meats, poultry 
and fruit pies, from Mankato, Minn., to 
Memphis, Tenn., and points in Neb., 
Kan., Mo., Okla., Ark., La., Tex., N.M., 
Ariz., Calif.. and Miss., and (2) frozen 
fruit pies, from Frankfort, Mich., to 
points in Iowa on and east of U.S. High- 
way 65. 

Texas (Houston)—MC-116077, Sub. 27, 
Robertson Tank Lines, Inc., Extension— 
Elizabeth, La. Certificate proposed. Over 
irregular routes, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
(1) sulphate black liquor skimmings from 
Elizabeth, La., to Evadale, Tex., and 
(2) rosin size from De Ridder, La., to 
Evadale. 

Texas (Laredo)—MC-116082, Sub. 1, 
Juan Morales and Amador P. Morales, 
dba Morales and Son, Common Car- 
rier. Certificate proposed. Over ir- 
regular routes, general commodities, with 
exceptions, between Laredo, Tex., and 
the U.S.-Mexico boundary at or near 
Laredo. 


Texas (McAllen)—MC-57298, Sub. 5, 
Union Bus Lines, Inc., Extension—Dris- 
coll and Robstown, Tex. Certificate pro- 
posed. Passengers and their baggage, 
and mail and express in the same vehicle 
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with passengers, between Driscoll and 
Robstown, Tex., over U.S. Highway 17, 
serving all intermediate points. 

Wisconsin (Coon Valley)—MC-113908, 
Sub. 23, Erickson Transport Corp., Ex- 
tension—South Dakota. Certificate pro- 
posed. Over irregular routes, fresh liquid 
eggs, fresh liquid egg albumen, and fresh 
liquid egg yolks, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
(1) from Madison, Sisseton, and Water- 
town, S.D., to points in Kan., Ia., Mo., 
and Minn., and (2) from Mitchell, S.D., 
to points in Kan., Minn., and Iowa, ex- 
cept Des Moines, Keokuk, and Denison, 
and Missouri, except Springfield, Sedalia, 
and Monroe City. 

Wisconsin (Green Bay) — MC-55236, 
Sub. 31, Olson Transportation Co., Ex- 
tension—Fox River Grove. Certificate 


proposed. Liquid petroleum wax, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from North Town- 
ship, Lake County, Ind., to Fox River 
Grove, Ill., over irregular routes. 

Wisconsin (Neenah) — MC-110988, 
Sub. 44, Kampo Transit, Inc. Ex- 
tension—Corn Syrup. Denial of certifi- 
cate proposed. Over irregular routes, 
corn syrup, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in the Chicago, Ill, com- 
mercial zone, to points in Wis., and 
the upper peninsula of Michigan. 

Wisconsin (Racine)—MC-111472, Sub. 
44, Diamond Transportation System, Inc., 
Extension—Tractors from Burlington, Ia. 
Denial of permit proposed. Tractors, ex- 
cept truck tractors and tractors requiring 
special equipment because of size or 
weight, with or without attachments 
(intended to embrace tractors which may 
have general utility use, and which are 
not necessarily limited to farm tractors), 
from Burlington, Ia., to points in the 
US., with exceptions. 


HEARINGS 


Teamsters’ Union Position 
Stated in Argument Before 
1.C.C. on ‘Hot Cargo’ Issue 


The Commission, late November 7, 
concluded the hearing of oral argu- 
ment begun earlier that day in MC- 
C-1922, Galveston Truck Line Cor- 
poration v. Ada Motor Lines, et al., 
in which the complainant asks re- 
vocation of certificates of connecting 
motor carriers which allegedly re- 
fused to interline traffic with it be- 
cause of “hot cargo” clauses in the 
labor contracts of the connecting 
carriers (T.W., Nov. 9, p. 19). 


Consolidated with the complaint case 
were three motor rights application 
cases which arose out of the situation 
which brought about the complaint. In 
MC-8544, Sub. 15, Galveston Truck Line 
Corporation, the applicant asked that 
its authority be extended to serve the 
areas to which, it alleged, connecting 
carriers refused to accept shipments on 
the ground that the Teamsters’ Union 
had declared Galveston “unfair” because 
it refused to bargain with the union until 
the latter had been certified by the 
National Labor Relations Board as the 
exclusive bargaining agent of its em- 
ployes. 

The other rights application cases were 
MC-11607, Nebraska Short Line Carriers, 
and MC-116067, Same, Extension. The 
applicant in these cases was formed by 
12 short-line eastern Nebraska carriers 
because of the refusal of unionized line- 
haul carriers to interchange freight. It 
asked regular and irregular route au- 
thority to perform the transportation 
normally conducted through interchange 
by the line-haul carriers (T.W., Oct. 19, 
p. 83). 

In its application for extended rights 
in MC-8544, Sub. 15, Galveston told the 
Commission that it would withdraw from 
its request any destination state in which 
the Commission required the carriers 
authorized to serve that state to promise 
that they would observe the terms of 
their certificates. 


L. N. D. Wells, Jr., of Dallas, Tex., 
counsel for Teamsters’ Local No. 886, of 
Oklahoma City, Okla., an intervenor sup- 
porting the defendants, said that when 
Galveston Truck Line tendered shipments 
to the defendant carriers’ docks for in- 
terchange, the carriers’ employes refused 
to accept them. 


“We maintain that that was their 
right,” he added. 

He said their actions were similar to 
a refusal to cross a picket line, and that 
in such instances the employe’s judgment 
Was subject to protection under the 
Taft-Hartley act. 

Mr. Wells cited I.C.C. refusal in prior 
proceedings to become involved in labor 
angles of the cases on the ground that 
they should be determined by the 
N.L.R.B., and contended that Congress 
intended that the board should handle 
such matters. 

David D. Weinberg, counsel for the 
General Drivers & Helpers Union Local 
No. 554, of Omaha, Neb., an intervener 
supporting protestants in the Nebraska 
Short Line Carriers’ cases, asserted that 
most labor disputes were temporary in 
duration. He opposed any idea of grant- 
ing permanent motor carrier rights to 
the Nebraska Short Line Carriers because 
of a “temporary labor dispute.” He said 
they were seeking to gain added rights 
on that basis. 

Mr. Weinberg described the Nebraska 
carriers’ proposal for motor carrier 
rights as a “legal Sputnik into legal 
space” and said that the problem of 
getting it down again would be diffi- 
cult. 

David Axelrod, of Chicago, Ill., counsel 
for protesting motor carriers in the Ne- 
braska carriers’ case, MC-116067, said 
the application in that case had not 
been filed as a straight public conven- 
ience and necessity matter, as had been 
stated by the carriers’ counsel, but that 
it had been filed on account of the hot 
cargo clause. He said the scope of the 
application far exceeded the problems 
involved in the proceeding. In the Ne- 
braska carriers’ proceeding in MC- 
116067, Sub. 2, he said, the examiner 
had found that normal interchange had 
been resumed. 

He said that so long there existed the 
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national labor relations act allowing 
bargaining, the Commission must con- 
strue its certificate powers so as not to 
interfere with “legitimate labor arrange- 
ments.” 

Carll V. Kretsinger, of Kansas City, 
Mo., representing The Chief Freight 
Lines Co., contended that the tender of 
freight in the Galveston case was not 
bona fide, but involved mainly an effort 
to build up a record in the complainant 
proceeding. 

Representatives of Santa Fe Truck 
Line and Burlington Truck Lines de. 
scribed the efforts of those carriers to 
carry on interchange operations with 
non-union carriers. Roland J. Lehman 
appeared for the Santa Fe and Russel] 
B. James for the Burlington. 


Laurance M. Hyde, Jr., of St. Louis, 
Mo., appeared for the Frisco Transporta- 
tion Co., motor carrier subsidiary of the 
St. Louis-San Francisco Railway Co, 
a defendant in the Galveston Truck 
Line’s complaint proceeding and a pro- 
testant in MC-8544, Sub. 15, Galveston 
Truck Line Corporation. 


Eastern Port Equalization 
Case to Be Heard Feb. 17 


The Commission has further post- 
poned, from November 18 to February 
17, its hearing in I. and S. No. 6615, 
Equalization of Rates at North Atlantic 
Ports, embracing fourth section applica- 
tion No. 32204, Import and Export Rates 
From and to North Atlantic Ports. The 
hearing will be held in the Commission's 
Offices in Washington, D.C. 

In a notice in the proceedings, the 
Commission said that counsel for the 
respondent lines serving the ports of 
New York, N.Y., and north thereof, had 
requested postponement of the hearing. 

The proceeding involves an attempt on 
the part of railroads serving various 
north Atlantic ports to equalize export- 
import rates with Baltimore, Md., and 
Philadelphia, and further attempts by 
railroads serving the latter ports to pre- 
serve a differential. 


1.C.C. CASES ASSIGNED 
FOR HEARING 


1.C.C. cases assigned for hearing or oral 
r below, The assignments are 
separate headings as to rail, 


argument a 
grouped un 
water, motor, etc. They will be published only 
once. Changes in assignments will be published 
as announced by the 1.C.C. 





RAIL 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in No. 32290, Increased Less-Than- 
Carload Rates in Official Territory, assigned 
November 18, at Washington, D.C., canceled 
and reassigned December 12, at Washington, 
D.C., before Examiner Barber. 


Hearing in I. & S. 6789, Increased Switch- 
ing Charges at Duluth, Minn.-Northerm 
Pacific, assigned December 10, at Duluth, 
Minn., canceled and reassigned January 13, 
at U.S. Ct. Rms., Duluth, Minn., before Ex- 
aminer McCloud. 


Hearing in Finance 19809, Missouri Pacific 
R.R. Co. Abandonment, assigned November 
15, at Austin, Tex., canceled. 

Hearings in I. & S. 6615, Equalization of 
Rates at North Atlantic Ports, and F.S.A. 
32204, Import and Export Rates from and 
to North Atlantic Ports, assigned November 
18, at Washington, D.C., postponed to Feb- 
ruary 17, at ashington, D.C., before Ex- 
aminer Boat. 

Hearing in 32078, Herbert Brownell, Jr. 
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via Air EXpress with extra-fast door-to-door delivery! 


From real-life locations . . . in a ghost town or coastal nationwide private wire system, a personnel of 42,000. 
cafe...a producer speeds his exposed film to Holly- Yet Air EXpress is inexpensive; for instance, a 15 
wood for processing every day. Are the “rushes” ready Ib. shipment from Reno to Hollywood costs only $3.71 
to be exhibited? Or are expensive re-takes to be made? with Air EXpress — $1.94 less than any other complete 
nts The answers must be known without loss of time — air shipping method. Explore all the facts. Call Air 
ee od precious film. Result ... top producers give four-star EXpress. 

assigned} rating to Air EXpress, the only complete door-to-door 
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Sineton,| air shipping service to thousands of cities and towns! 
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nuary 13.) Air EXpress expedites your shipping operations — 





efore EX) safely. It gives you speed in the air, speed door-to-door, 
ri Pacific} plus a signed receipt at both ends. It gives you overnight 
November} delivery, with 10,212 daily flights on America’s sched- 
zation. uled airlines, 13,500 trucks (many radio controlled), a GETS THERE FIRST via U. S. SCHEDULED AIRLINES 
from and 
November 
i to Feb- 
efore Ex- 


wnell, Jr. CALL AIR EXPRESS... division of RAILWAY EXPRESS AGENCY 
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v. LC. R.R. Co., assigned November 19, at 
Washington, D.C., canceled and reassigned 
December 4, at Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Pyne. 

Hearing in 32237, Paper—Chillicothe, O. to 
Chicago and St. Louis, assigned November 
20, at Chicago, Ill., postponed indefinitely. 

Hearing in I. & S. 6815, Bituminous Coal 
—Il. to St. Louis, Mo., assigned November 
25, at St. Louis, Mo., canceled and reas- 
signed January 13, at Mark Twain Hotel, St. 
Louis, Mo., before Examiner Ries. 


New Assignments 
December 2—Chicago, Ill.—U.S. Customs Hse. 
Bd. 21: 


—Jt. ‘ 
32193—-Factory Tile, Inc. v. South Bend 
‘Freight Line, Inc. 
32193, Sub. 1—Same v. Same. 
December 4—Chicago, I1l.—U.S. Customs Hse. 
—Jt. Bd. 58: 
32222—Deep Freeze Appliance Division 
gag Products Corp. v. Kutzler Cartage, 
et al. 
December 5—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argu- 
ment before the Commission: 
30297—-Denver & Rio Grande Western R.R. 
Co. v. Union Pacific R.R. Co., et al. 
December 10—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argu- 
ment before the Commission: 
30846—Thermoid Co., Southern Division v. 
B. & O., et al. 
31683—Raybestos-Manhattan, Inc., General 
Asbestos and Rubber Division v. Same. 
31684—Thermoid Co., Southern Division v. 


Same. 
31685—-Union Asbestos and Rubber Co. v. 
Same. 
31686—Carolina Asbestos Co. v. Same. 
December 10—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Dahan: 

32300 and Ist Sup.—Canned Goods from 
Pa. and Md. to Md., Va. and W.Va. 
December 12—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argu- 

ment before Division 4: 
Finance 19192—St. Mary’s R.R. Co. Con- 
struction. . 
January 14— Washington, D.C. — Examiner 


Peck: 
F.S.A. 30891, as amended—Class Rates at 
Points East of Rocky Mountains. 


MOTOR 


Changes in Assignments 


Hearing in MC-115920, Twin City Trans- 
port, Urbana, Ill., common carrier applica- 
tion, assigned November 8, at Chicago, IIl., 
canceled. 


Hearings in MC-109637, Sub. 56, Gasoline 
Transport Co., Louisville, Ky., common car- 
rier application, and MC-111397, Sub. 24, 
Davis Transport, Paducah, Ky., common car- 
rier application, assigned November 19, at 
Kentucky Hotel, Louisville, Ky., transferred 
to November 19, at Central and Southern 
Motor Freight Tariff Association, Louisville, 
Ky., before Examiner Jackson. 


Hearing in MC-F-6468, American Van Lines, 
Inc.—Purchase (Portion)—American Transfer 
& Storage Co., assigned November 20, at 
Mayo Hotel, Tulsa, Okla., transferred to 
November 20, at Fed. Bldg., Tulsa, Okla., 
before Examiner Zurlo. 

Hearing in MC-83539, Sub. 29, C & H 
Transportation Co., Inc., Dallas, Tex., com- 
mon carrier application, assigned December 
13, at Dallas, Tex., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-C-2129, Central R.R. Co. of 
N.J., et al. v. Krapf Truck Service, assigned 
November 12, at Washington, D.C., canceled 
and reassigned December 4, at Washington, 
D.C., before Examiner Angle. 


Hearings in MC-103993, Sub. 93, Morgan 
Drive-Away, Inc., Elkhart, Ind., common car- 
rier application, and MC-106398, Sub. 86, 
National Trailer Convoy, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., 
common carrier application, assigned No- 
vember 21, at Atlanta, Ga., canceled and 
reassigned November 27, at Peachtree-Sev- 
enth Bidg., Atlanta, Ga., before Examiner 
Riegner. 

Hearing in MC-C-2142, Edwin J. Thuemling 
—Investigation of Operations, assigned No- 
vember 25, at Des Moines, Ia., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-116927, Spencer Equipment 
Co., Inc., Rockport, Ind., common carrier 
application, assigned November 13, at In- 
dianapolis, Ind., canceled and reassigned 
November 18, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Indianapolis, 
Ind., before Examiner Riegel. 

Hearings in MC-C-2039, Territo & Sons— 
Investigation of Operations, and MC-C-2040, 
Calter Petroleum, Co., Inc.—Investigation of 
Operations, assigned November 13, at Newark, 
N.J., canceled and reassigned December 10, 


at U.S. Ct. Rms., Newark, N.J., before Exami- 
ner Joyner. 

Hearing in MC-111196, Sub. 10, R. Knutz- 
man, Inc., Alliance, O., common carrier ap- 

lication, assigned November 18, at Colum- 

us, O., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-C-2143, Oklahoma Furniture 
Manufacturing Co., et al., Investigations of 
Operations, assigned November 19, at Mayo 
hotel, Tulsa, Okla., transferred. to November 
19, at Fed. Bldg., Tulsa, Okla., before Ex- 
aminer Cheseldine. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-10221, Tobacco— 
Louisville to St. Louis, assigned November 
20, at Washington, D.C., canceled and re- 
assigned November 25, at Washington, D.C., 
before Examiner Kobernusz. 

Hearing in MC-116607, C. T. Lucas Truck- 
ing Co., Albuquerque, N.M., contract carrier 
application, assigned December 4, at Santa 
Fe, N.M., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-64932, Sub. 231, Rogers 
Cartage Co., Chicago, Ill., common carrier 
application, assigned November 14, at Chi- 
cago, Ill., canceled and reassigned December 
4, at U.S. Ct. Rms., Indianapolis, Ind., before 
Jt. Bd. 21. 

Hearing in MC-116861, Simpson Feed Mill, 
Columbia, Ky., common carrier application, 
assigned November 14, at Frankfort, Ky., 
canceled. 

Hearing in MC-108678, Sub. 17, Liquid 
Transport Corp., Indianapolis, Ind., contract 
carrier application, assigned November 14, 
at Indianapolis, Ind., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-4405, Sub. 291, Dealers 
Transit, Inc., Chicago, Ill., common carrier 
application, assigned November 15, at At- 
lanta, Ga., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-22581, Sub. 4, Clancy Stor- 
age Co., Bronx, N.Y., common carrier ap- 
plication, assigned November 15, at New 
York, N.Y., canceled. 

Hearing in MC-116906, Tops Service Sta- 
tion, Chicago, Ill., common carrier applica- 
tion, assigned November 19, at Chicago, Ill., 
canceled. 

Hearing in MC-109637, Sub. 56, Gasoline 
Transport Co., Louisville, Ky., common car- 
rier application, assigned November 19, at 
Louisville, Ky., canceled. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-9707, Paper—Chil- 
licothe, O. to Ill., Ind., Ky. & Mo., assigned 
November 20, at Chicago, Ill., postponed in- 
definitely. 

Hearing in I. & S. M-10201, Printing Paper 
—Cloquet to Twin Cities, Minn., assigned 
November 22, at Minneapolis, Minn., can- 
celed. 


Late Assignments 


The following assignments were announced too 
late for timely publication in the Traffic World: 


November 13—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway 
—Examiner Freidson: 

MC-116828—V alhalla Package Delivery, 
White Plains, N.Y., contract carrier ap- 
Plication. 

November 15—Chicago, I1l.—U.S. Custom 
Hse.—Jt. Bd. 149: 

MC-1470, Sub. 5—Columbus and Chicago 
Motor Freight, Inc., Columbus, O., com- 
mon carrier application. 

MC-2510, Sub. 23—Ziffrin Truck Lines, Inc., 
Indianapolis, Ind., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

MC-9942, Sub. 12—Hall Freight Lines, Inc., 
Danville, Ill., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

MC-13925, Sub. 4—Mound City Forwarding 
Co., Inc., St. Louis, Mo., common carrier 
application. 

MC-31444, Sub. 43—Schreiber Trucking Co., 
Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

MC-49387, Sub. 10—Orscheln Bros. Truck 
Lines, Inc., Kansas City, Mo., common 
carrier application. 

MC-52110, Sub. 65—Brady Motorfrate, Inc., 
Des Moines, Ia., common carrier applica- 
tion. 

MC-55874, Sub. 18—Independent Truckers, 
Inc., Omaha, Neb., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

MC-58961, Sub. 4—Nighthawk Freight Serv- 
ice, Inc., Chicago, Ill., common carrier 


application. 
November 15—Chicago, [I11.—U.S. Custom 
Hse.—Jt. Bd. 149: 
MC-59474, Sub. 4—Daum Over-Nite Express, 
Inc., Indianapolis, Ind., common carrier 
application. 


New Assignments 


November 19—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree-Sev- 
enth Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 238: 
MC-103051, Sub. 29—Walker Hauling Co., 
Inc., Atlanta, Ga., common carrier ap- 
Plication. 
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November 20—Tulsa, Okla.—Fed. Bldg.—kEx. 
aminer Zurlo: 

MC-111962, Sub. 5—American Transfer & 
Storage Co., Tulsa, Okla., common car. 
rier application. (Corrected) 

November 27—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree-Sey. 
enth Bldg.—Examiner Riegner: 

MC-103993, Sub. 99—Morgan Drive-Away, 
Inc., Eikhart, Ind., common carrier ap- 
Plication. 

MC-106398, Sub. 90—National Trailer Con. 
voy, Inc., Tulsa, Okla., common carrier 
application. 

December 2—Atlantic City, N.J.—Penn Atlan- 
tic hotel—Jt. Bd. 119: 

MC-3647, Sub. 230—Public Service Coordi« 
nated Transport, Maplewood, N.J., com- 
mon carrier application. 

December 2—Seattle, Wash.—Fed. Off. Bldg.— 
Jt. Bd. 5: 

MC-730, Sub. 105—Pacific Intermountain 
Express Co., Oakland, Calif., common car- 
rier application. 

December 4—Washington, D.C.—Oral Argu- 
ment before the Commission: 

MC-78787, Sub. 34—Pacific Motor Trucking 
Co., San Francisco, Calif., Extension— 


Ore. 

MC-78787, Sub. 35—Same, Extension—New 
Motor Vehicles to Additional Nev. Points, 

MC-78787, Sub. 36—Same, Extension—New 
Motor Vehicles, Raymer, Calif., to Ariz. 

MC-78787, Sub. 37—Same, Extension—New 
Motor Vehicles from Oakland, Raymer 
and South Gate, Calif. 

December 6— Washington, D.C. — Examiner 

Winson: 


MC-F-6582—New Dixie Lines, Inc.—Control 
Jocie Motor Lines, Inc. 
December 9—Atlanta, Ga.—Peachtree-Seventh 
Bldg.—Examiner Dishman: 
I. & S. M-10367 — Pulpboard — Charleston, 
S.C., to Gastonia, N.C. . 
December 10—Boston, Mass.—New P. O. & Ct. 
Hse. Bldg.—Jt. Bd. 18: 


MC-96345, Sub. 1—Southern Massachu- 

setts Bus Lines, Inc., New Bedford, Mass. 

December 10—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Dahan: 

I. & S. M-10403—Canned Goods from Pa. 
and Md. to Md., Va. and W.Va. 

December 12—New York, N.Y.—346 Broadway 
—Examiner Carr: 

MC-116926—Thomas Patterson, Inc., Car- 
teret, N.J., contract carrier application. 
(Corrected) 

December 13—Dallas, Tex.—Baker hotel—Ex- 
aminer Myers: 


MC-83539, Sub. 30—C & H Transportation 
Co., Inc., Dallas, Tex., common carrier 
application. 

December 13—Washington, 
Russell: 


MC-48213, Sub. 11—C. E. Lizza, Inc., La- 

trobe, Pa., contract carrier application. 

December 13—Washington, D.C.—Examiner 
Brooks: 


MC-104347, Sub. 126—Leaman Transporta- 
tion Corp., Downingtown, Pa., common 
carrier application. 


MC-107403, Sub. 248—E. Brooke Matlack, 
Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., common carrier 
application. 

December 13—Washington, 
Borroughs: 


MC-115491, Sub. 8—Commercial 
Corp., Auburndale, Fila., 
rier application. 

December 16—Portland, Me.—Fed. Bldg.— 
Examiner Van Dyke: 


MC-116823, Sub. 1—Johnson’s Marine Serv- 
ice, Belgrade Lakes, Me., common carrier 
application. 

December 17—Newark, N.J.—State Off. Bldg. 
—Jt. Bd. 119: 


MC-12668— Public Service Coordinated 
Transport, Maplewood, N.J., broker ap- 
plication. 

December 17—Washington, 
Waters: 


MC-19201, Sub. 102—Pennsylvania Truck 
Lines, Inc., Pittsburgh, Pa., common car+ 
rier application. 

December 17—Washington, 
Schutrumpf: 


MC-59507, Sub. 5—Edgar H. Allen & Son, 
Inc., Kenilworth, N.J., common carrier 
application. 

December 18—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Fed. 
Bidg.—Examiner Myers: 

MC-111401, Sub. 82—Groendyke Transport, 
Inc., Enid, Okla., common carrier ap- 
plication. 

December 18—Washington, 
Dahan: 


MC-C-2001—Reduced Class and Commodity 
Rates—-Middle Atlantic Territory. 
January 27—Salt Lake City, Utah—State 
Comm.—Jt. Bd. 48: 


MC-108461, Sub. 56—Whitfield Transporta- 
tion, Inc., Las Cruces, N.M., common 
carrier application. 
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The Case of the Mixed Car 


ALL THESE NEW #7 NOT TOO GOOD ORDERS ARE ALL 
ORDERS FROM & RUNNING LESS-THAN-CARLOAD. uff 
FOREIGN COUN- BS _ THE INLAND FREIGHT IS 
TRIES, EH? Se GOING TO SHAVE 
GOOD! 221, OUR PROFIT... 


HM-M-M... MAYBE THATS WHERE WE’RE SS HOLD IT/ WE'LL SHIP FULL 
MAKING A MISTAKE. THOUGHT ABOUT SHIP- CARLOAD. HERE... LOOK AT 
ING THROUGH THE PORT OF NEW a ! a 

YORK WHERE THERE ARE MORE 

STEAMSHIPS SAILING? : 


FACTORY THAN THE FORTS 
WE'RE USING NOW. AT 
—a CARLOAD... 


LETS SEE..“CONSOLIDATE LCL EXPORT FREIGHT 
SHIPMENTS INTO CARLOAD CONSIGNMENTS... 
SAVE ON DELIVERIES TO PIERS... RAIL- 
ROADS PROVIDE 2 FREE DELIVERIES... 
LOW RATES ON OTHERS... STEAMSHIP 
COMPANIES ACCEPT DELIVERY FOR ANY 
VESSEL AT ANY OF THEIR PIERS... 

TRUCK SHIPMENTS HANDLED 

IN SAME WAY.” 


WELL, THERE SHE GOES! ORDERS FOR HAMBURG, HAVRE, 
TEL AVIV, BEIRUT, KARACHI, MARACAIBO, DURBAN, 

SAN JUAN, AND FOURTEEN OTHER PLACES ALL 

IN THAT ONE CAR! 


7 FROM HERE ON IN, ITS : 
THE PORT OF NEW YORK FOR US! 


More rail, truck and steamship lines serve the Port of New York than any other port. 
They offer many money-saving plans for shippers of LCL export freight. Write today— 
or contact your nearest Port of New York Authority Trade Development Office—for 
details on how these plans can cut your inland freight and transfer costs. Write 
Port Promotion Manager for your free copy of “Guide to Consolidated Shipments.” 


THE PORT OF NEW YORK AUTHORITY 
111 Eighth Avenue, New York 11, N.Y. 


Trade Development Offices 
32 Broadway, New York 4,N.Y. © 1001 Connecticut Avenue, N. W., Washington 6, D.C. 
Prudential Building, Chicago 1, Illinois © Terminal Tower Building, Cleveland 13, Ohio 
Avenida Presidente Vargas 642, Caixa Postal 5207, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil 
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State 
Commission 
News 


Procedural Issues Raised 
As Illinois Agency Holds 
Hearing on L.T.L. Rates 


(From Chicago Bureau of Traffic World) 


Information on the basis of which 
motor carriers might elect whether 
to defend or seek cancellation of 
some or all of numerous intrastate 
L.T.L. commodity rates on shipments 
weighing less than 5,000 pounds was 
developed in a hearing conducted at 
Chicago, November 12, by Examiner 
Forest B. McElroy, of the Illinois 
Commerce Commission. 


Considered at the hearing were peti- 
tions submitted by motor carriers in 
justification of continuation of numerous 
L.T.L. commodity rates which had been 
ordered canceled by the state commis- 
sion in connection with a report issued 
by it on September 13, 1956, in a pro- 
ceeding docketed by that agency as No. 
10760-MC, but permitted to continue in 
effect by subsequent orders of the com- 
mission, pending justification of the 
rates. Other “initial hearings” in the 
proceeding are scheduled for November 
19 at Springfield and for November 21 
at East St. Louis. 


Assertions made at the hearing that all 
interested carriers had not been officially 
advised of the instant proceedings re- 
sulted in a request by Examiner Mc- 
Elroy that individual carriers and rate 
bureaus file their petitions concerning 
the specific rates they wished to justify 
within 10 days of the hearing. A 10-day 
filing period from the dates of the hear- 
ings at Springfield and East St. Louis 
would also be allowed for those appear- 
ing there, he said, adding that when all 
appearances had been completed and 
petitions filed, the commission would 
notify all parties of record as to when 
and where further hearings on the peti- 
tions would be held. 


Original Order Reviewed 


Examiner McElroy opened the hearing 
by reviewing the state commission’s ini- 
tial findings in No. 10760-MC, an investi- 
gation into all rates, rules, regulations 
and practices of motor carriers in Illi- 
nois, as set forth in the report issued 
September 13, 1956. Among those findings 
were the following: 


“No. 5: That with respect to L.T.L. 
commodity rates, said rates removed the 
application of both the classification and 
the exception rate structure and were 
unduly low in comparison with the ex- 
isting rate structure and the class rate 
structure prescribed herein; that those 
rates were not generally applied, but 
appeared to be applicable for the use of 
selected shippers and selected communi- 
ties; and upon the evidence in this pro- 
ceeding are unreasonably low and un- 
justly discriminatory and preferential. 


“No. 6: That this discrimination 
should be removed by the cancellation 
of certain L.T.L. commodity rates appli- 
cable on shipments weighing less than 
5,000 pounds within 60 days from the 
date of this order; the cancellation of 
Said rates to be without prejudice of any 
carrier to file in the future commodity 
rates pursuant to section 14 of the Illi- 
nois motor carrier of property act; and 
further, any carrier may apply within 60 
days of the date of this order for con- 
tinuation of any particular commodity 
ate or rates pending a hearing as to the 
justification of the reasonableness of 
such rate or rates.” 


Provisions of Order 


The order issued by the state commis- 
sion with its report in September, 1956, 
in No. 10760-MC, contained the follow- 
ing requirements: 

“All common carriers of property by 
motor vehicle for hire in intra-state 
movement in the State of Illinois, except 
those specifically exempt from the ap- 
plication of this order, to the extent that 
they participate in the transportation of 
traffic carrying ratings in the National 
Motor Freight Classification, be, and 
they are hereby, directed to establish on 
not less than 60 days’ notice by filing 
with this commission not later than 60 
days from the date of this order, a scale 
of class rates no lower than the scale 
set forth in appendix ‘B’ hereto, and a 
rate basing book, conforming in general 
principle with that described in finding 
4 hereof. 

“.. . All common carriers maintaining 
less-than-truckload commodity rates on 
shipments weighing less than 5,000 
pounds be, and they are hereby, directed 
to cancel said rates not later than 60 
days from the date of this order, subject 
to the conditions (previously) set 
forth... 

“.. . The commission retain jurisdic- 
tion of the parties hereof for the pur- 
pose of entering such other and further 
order or orders as the commission may 
deem meet.” 


Subsequently, Examiner McElroy said, 
many carriers filed rates which were 
allowed to continue in effect, pending 
further justification of the rates, by sup- 
plemental orders of the commission. 


Exceptions to Hearing Notice 


There followed the filing of appear- 
ances for the instant hearing, during 
which assertions were made that many 
motor carriers had not received Official 
notice of the hearing. Charles B. Meyers, 
attorney for the Illinois Territory In- 
dustrial Traffic League, viewed the ques- 
tion of notification as one of a “serious 
nature.” John T. Meyer, representing 
the Illinois Intra-State Motor Carrier 
Rate and Tariff Bureau, questioned the 
jurisdiction of the commission, in the 
absence of proper notification. 

Examiner McElroy then stated that 
petitioners should file their petitions con- 
cerning specific rates which they wished 
to justify within 10 days of the hearing, 
and that a 10-day filing period from 
dates of the hearings at Springfield and 
East St. Louis would also be allowed for 
those appearing there. After completion 
of the filing of appearances, the remain- 
der of the hearing in Chicago was de- 
voted to receipt of representations as to 
how further petitions should be con- 
sidered. 

C. E. Bellew, transportation counsel for 
the Rockford (Ill.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, suggested that all petitions con- 
cerning rates to and from Rockford be 
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considered at one hearing. In reply, 
Examiner McElroy indicated that his 
recommendation would be that all peti- 
tions be handled separately, but that 
they be given a “sub-number” under the 
original docket. 

Mr. Bellew also asked the position of 
the various rate bureaus with respect to 
the rates in question. Mr. Meyer, speak- 
ing for the Illinois Intra-State bureau, 
said that his bureau felt that very few 
of the L.T.L. rates could be justified, and 
that it would oppose all of them. 

Mack Stephenson, an attorney repre- 
senting carriers in the Springfield, Il, 
area, urged consideration of an “over-all 
docket,” as opposed to “piecemeal” han- 
dling. He asserted that this would avoid 
discrimination among various smaller 
motor carriers. 

Representatives at the hearing for the 
following motor carriers stated that they 
intended to justify some or all of their 
commodity rates for shipments of less 
than 5,000 pounds: 

North Shore Motor Express, Peoria 
Cartage Co., Decatur Cartage Co., Hall 
Freight Lines, Hill Freight Lines, Central 
Transfer Co., Burlington Truck Lines, 
Melvin ‘Transfer Co., Lincoln-Dixie 
Freight Lines, Jones Transfer Co., Over- 
night Motor Service, Chicago-Tri City 
Freight Lines, and the A.C. Transporta- 
tion Service. 


Civil 
Aeronautics 
Board News 


American Airlines Opposes 
Capital’s Subsidy Request 


American Airlines has asked the 
Civil Aeronautics Board for permis- 
sion to appear before it to discuss 
whether it is in the public interest 
for the federal government to subsi- 
dize airline services which compete 
directly with air services which are 
not subsidized. 


This action followed a request by 
Capital Airlines, Inc., that the C.AB. 
authorize a federal subsidy for the op- 
eration of its airline routes (T.W., Nov. 
9, p. 21). 

A high percentage of the airline serv- 
ice operated by Capital identically 
paralleled service operated by Ameri- 
can Airlines and other companies in 
the industry which received no subsidy, 
the airline said. 


Cc. R. Smith, president of American 
Airlines, asserted that, in effect, Capital 
was asking the government to subsidize 
its operation and guarantee it a profit, 
the better to equip it to compete with 
airlines which receive no subsidy. 


This proposal, he said, raised a basic 
question of public policy: Is it in the 
national interest to pit subsidized air- 
lines against nonsubsidized airlines? A 
policy of financing competition with 
government funds was unlikely to be 
fair, Mr. Smith said, and that the end 
result of its adoption would be the dis- 
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ruption of the sound system of air 
transportation which the government 
seeks to encourage and build. 

Mr. Smith said his company had not 
opposed, and did not oppose, subsidy 
for needed service to communities 
which could not otherwise sustain air- 
line operation, nor subsidy for essential 
overseas operation, but that, in its 
opinion, there was neither need nor 
justification for the federal government 
to subsidize airline operation between 
the principal traffic centers of the east, 
where Capital, American and other 
trunklines now operate and compete. 

Mr. Smith said the request to appear 
before the C.A.B. was in the form of 
a petition for leave to intervene in the 
proceeding involving the Capital Airline 
petition. 


Filing of C.A.B. Documents 


An amendment to its procedural regu- 
lations, to require that all documents of 
20 or more pages filed in economic pro- 
ceedings contain a subject index, has 
been adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board. Effective November 30, the board 
said, section 302.3 of the procedural regu- 
lations (14 CFR 302) would contain this 
new paragraph (d): 

“(d) Table of Contents. All docu- 
ments filed under this part consisting of 
20 or more pages must contain a subject- 
index of the matter in such document, 
with page references.” 


Court News 


Supreme Court Again Denies 
Review of Commission Order 


In Intrastate Train Case 


. The Supreme Court of the United 
States on November 12 dismissed, 
for the second time, an appeal in 
which the trustee of the New Jersey 
& New York Railroad Co. sought to 
obtain I.C.C. review of an order by 
the Board of Public Utility Commis- 
sioners of New Jersey that certain 
train service within that state had 
to be maintained. 


The dismissal, by a per curiam order 
which noted that Justice Brennan took 
no part in the case, came in No. 430, 
Banta v. United States. In a related case 
on exactly the same issues and record— 
No. 506, Banta v. United States—the 
high court affirmed a decision against 
the trustee in the federal district court 
for New Jersey. 

The train involved in No. 613, running 
from Jersey City, N.J., to Spring Valley, 
N.Y. The trustee of the railroad, Horace 
Banta, asked the New Jersey board to 
permit discontinuance of operation over 
that portion of the route which was in 
New Jersey, but the board denied his 
plea. 

Mr. Banta then appealed, in turn, to 
the New Jersey Superior Court and the 
New Jersey Supreme Court but lost in 
both courts and a subsequent first ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States was dismissed on the ground that 





the appeal did not present a substantial 
federal question. 

Mr. Banta then asked the Commission 
to investigate the case and the I.C.C. 
later issued an order denying the relief 
he requested (T.W., Sept. 14, p. 92). The 
Commission held that operation of the 
train in New Jersey was not a “rate, 
fare, charge, classification, regulation or 
practice” as defined by section 13(4) of 
the interstate commerce act. 

The next development in the case came 
when Mr. Banta appealed the Commis- 
sion’s order to the federal district court 
for the New Jersey district. According 
to that court’s opinion, adverse to Mr. 
Banta, he used the “novel contention” 
that the action of the New Jersey board 
violated the interstate commerce act. 

Mr. Banta told the Supreme Court 
in his statement of jurisdiction in his 
second appeal to the high tribunal that 
the New Jersey board’s order amounted 
to a discrimination against interstate 
commerce. He argued that section 13(4) 
of the act authorized the I.C.C. to re- 
move such “discrimination” (T.W., Sept. 
21, p. 57). 

The Supreme Court gave no opinion 
in dismissing Mr. Banta’s second appeal. 


Federal Highway Use Tax 
Regulations Challenged in 


Suit of ‘Household’ Mover 


Filing of the first suit challenging 
the federal highway use tax regula- 
tions of the Internal Revenue Serv- 
ice, as applied to moving vans, has 
been announced by the Movers’ Con- 
ference of America in the latest issue 
of its newsletter, “In the Van.” 


The conference said the suit was filed 
in the U.S. district court for the eastern 
district of Pennsylvania by the Atlas 
Transportation Co., of Philadelphia, a 
member of the conference. 


It said that a similar suit on behalf 
of an unnamed national carrier would be 
filed soon in the U.S. Court of Claims, 
Washington, D.C., and added: 


“If the court decisions in these cases 
are favorable to the household goods 
industry, it is estimated that refunds 
amounting to about $250,000 per year will 
be due members of the Movers’ Con- 
ference.” 


The basic issue involved in the Phila- 
delphia suit, the conference said, was 
that the carrier’s vehicles were assigned 
a gross weight class of 27,000 pounds for 
purposes of the use tax while being 
classed in its permits as 26,000-pound- 
maximum vehicles. In the highway use 
tax program, vehicles 26,000 pounds or 
below are exempt from taxation. The 
basic arguments of the Movers’ Confer- 
ence were discussed in September when 
it was announced that the suit was to be 
filed (T.W., Sept. 14, p. 43). 


Tax Not Authorized by Congress 


As to the Philadelphia case, the con- 
ference said: 

“The company paid a total of $202.50 
to the federal government to comply 
with provisions of the use tax regula- 
tions on five moving vans of the two- 
axle type. The carrier was able to sub- 
mit proof that. its vehicles were regis- 
tered under Class ‘W’ of the Pennsylva- 
nia motor vehicle registration act which 
limits such vehicles to a maximum gross 
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weight of 26,000 pounds and prohibits 
the operation or use of such vehicle on 
any highway in Pennsylvania with a 
gross weight in excess of 26,000 pounds, 
The vehicles also operate in New York 
State under a permit which limits their 
gross weight to 26,000 pounds. 

“The company also alleged that the 
application of the constructive weight 
formula of Rule 3 of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission’s regulations of 
household goods carriers, based on 
seven pounds per cubic foot of properly 
loaded van space, resulted in maximum 
loads of substantially less than 26,000 
pounds, including the unloaded weight 
of the vehicle. Under the federal regula- 
tions, however, these vehicles were clas- 
sified in the ‘A’ weight category, which 
assigns a taxable gross weight of 27,000 
pounds. Based on the foregoing facts, 
the Atlas company claimed a refund 
from the district office of the Internal 
Revenue Service in Philadelphia for the 
entire amount of the use tax paid for 
the five vehicles. The claim was dis- 
allowed. 

“The complaint alleges the use tax 
schedule of the Treasury Department, 
in their application to moving vans, is 
arbitrary and capricious, is contrary 
to the provisions of the Internal Reve- 
nue Code, and is in violation of Articles 
I and III of the Constitution in that it 
represents an attempt by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to impose a tax which 
the Congress has not authorized.” 


























18 Railroads Are Fined 


For Safety Violations 


Eighteen railroads paid fines aggre- 
gating $12,100, plus costs, in October, on 
121 counts of violations of the safety 
appliances acts, the Commission has an- 
nounced. 


In addition, fines totaling $1,600 were 
imposed on four railroads on 16 viola- 
tions of the hours of service law; one 
railroad paid a fine of $100 for a viola- 
tion of one count under the signal in- 
spection law; two railroads paid fines 
totaling $1,400 on 30 counts for violations 
of the accident reports act, and one 
railroad paid a fine of $200 for violation 
of the locomotive boiler inspection act. 


In each instance, the Commission said, 
suit was brought by the US. attorney 
for the district court of the United 
States having jurisdiction in the loca- 
tion where each violation occurred, on 
information furnished by the Commis- 
sion, as required by law. 




















MOTOR ACT PROSECUTIONS 


Digests of statements issued by the 
Secretary of the Commission concerning 
prosecutions, in federal courts, for vio- 









lations of motor carrier provisions of the 
interstate commerce act or of Commission 
rules and regulations thereunder, appear 
below. 








Texas western district, at San Antonie. 
On October 18, a memorandum decision 
and judgment were entered and filed 
permanently enjoining W. A. Querner, 
doing business as Thru Truck Service, 
of San Antonio, from engaging in the 
transportation of property until such 
time as the defendant shall have on file 
and approved by the Commission and 
in é@ffect evidence of prescribed insur- 
ance. The permanent injunction was 
granted following a hearing on October 
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14, replacing a preliminary injunction 
issued January 4, at which the defendant 
consented to the entry of the memor- 
andum decision and judgment. 


Texas western district, San Ontonio 
division, at San Antonio. W. A. Querner, 
doing business as Thru Truck Service, 
of San Antonio, on October 17 was fined 
$500 following entry of his plea of guilty 
to an information charging him with 
transporting property as a common car- 
rier without an appropriate certificate 
authorizing the described operations; 
with failing to have medical certificates 
on file for his drivers, and with failing 
to require drivers to maintain daily logs, 
in violation of safety regulations. The 
fine was required to be paid in full. 


Maryland district, at Baltimore. On 
November 1, Ervin J. Kramer, doing 
business as Maryland Tank Transporta- 
tion Co., of Baltimore, was fined $1,025 
following entry of his plea of guilty to 
an information charging him with en- 
gaging in transportation without a cer- 
tificate authorizing the particular opera- 
tions described in the information; with 
failing to have on file medical certificates 
of drivers; failing to require drivers to 
prepare daily logs, and failing to se- 
cure air brake hoses on his ‘vehicles 
against chafing, kinking, or other me- 
chanical injury. The fines and costs were 
required to be paid. 


Maryland district, at Baltimore. F. S. 
Parker and Co., of Millsboro, Del., a part- 
nership composed of Clifford Thorough- 
good, Preston Godfrey, Frank S. Parker, 
and Leon O. Brittingham, on November 
1 was fined $500 following entry of its 
plea of guilty to an information charging 
it with failing to require drivers to have 
in their possession, while driving, a 
medical certificate; failing to require 
drivers to prepare daily logs, and fail- 
ing to equip vehicles with two operative 
headlamps, air brake -warning devices, a 
properly-filled fire extinguisher, warning 
devices for stopped vehicles, spare fuses, 
spare bulbs, and with two means of ac- 
tivating the emergency features of the 
trailer brakes, one of which would op- 
erate automatically in the event of re- 
duction of the towing vehicle’s air sup- 
ply as required by section 193.43 of the 
safety regulations, and with failing to 
secure air brake hoses against chafing, 
kinking or other mechanical injury, all 
in violation of safety regulations. The 
fine and court costs were required to 
paid. 

Iowa northern district, western divi- 
sion, at Sioux City. On October 30, a 
final injunction was granted, enjoining 
and restraining Gerald West, doing busi- 
ness as Sioux City Motor Express, of 
Sioux City, Ia., operating as a common 
carrier of livestock, from permitting and 
requiring drivers in his service to drive 
and operate a motor vehicle and to 
remain on duty while engaged in the 
transportation of property in excess of 
the prescribed hours; from failing to 
maintain systematic inspection and 
maintenance records for each vehicle 
controlled and operated by him, and from 
failing to require drivers in his service 
to submit vehicle condition reports. 


Kentucky western district, at Paducah. 
Edward L. Bracey and Coleman Martin, 
doing business as Bracey and Martin, 





of Hopkinsville, Ky., on October 28 were 
fined jointly $750 following entry of their 
pleas of nolo contendere to an informa- 
tion charging them with operating as 
a contract carrier of property. without 
an appropriate permit. The defendants 
were required to pay $400 of the fine, 
plus costs. Payment of the remaining 
$350 was suspended, and defendants were 
placed on probation for one year. 


Kentucky western district, at Paducah. 
On October 28, fines totaling $3,100 were 
imposed on Ollie Gray and Courtney 
Gray, doing business as Gray and Son 
Truck Lines, of Paducah, and Hend- 
erson Sugar Refinery, Inc., of New Or- 
leans, La., following entries of their 
separate pleas of nolo contendere to an 
information charging Gray and Son 
Truck Lines with transporting sugar un- 
der so-called “buy and sell” arrange- 
ments but actually as a common car- 
rier without an appropriate certificate; 
with failing to have medical certificates 
on file for its drivers, and with failing to 
require drivers to make daily logs. Hend- 
erson Sugar Refinery was charged with 
aiding and abetting the carrier in the 
unauthorized operations. Gray and Son 
Truck Lines was fined $1,850 and was 
required to pay $600 of the fine and 
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costs. Payment of the remaining $1,259 
was suspended and the defendants were 
placed on probation for one year. Hend- 
erson Sugar Refinery was fined $1,250, 
and was required to pay $600 of the fine 
and costs. Payment of the remaining 
$650 was suspended, and defendant was 
placed on probation for one year. 


New Jersey district, at Newark. Cham- 
berlain’s Trailer Transport, Inc., of 
Thomaston, Conn., a common carrier, 
on November 1 was fined $750 following 
entry of its plea of guilty to an informa- 
tion charging it with transporting prop- 
erty without an appropriate certificate, 
The fine was required to be paid. 


Texas southern district, Corpus Christi 
division, at Corpus Christi. On October 
31, Jess Edwards, Inc., of Corpus Christi, 
was fined $250 following entry of its 
plea of guilty to an information charging 
it with permitting drivers to operate 
motor vehicles in excess of the daily 
hours-of-service regulations; with per- 
mitting drivers to remain on duty in 
excess of the weekly hours-of-service 
regulations, and with failing to require 
drivers to make and keep daily logs in 
the prescribed form and manner. The 
fine was required to be paid. 





MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 
Regulation of Common Carriers 


Cases Recently Decided by 


State and Federal Courts 


Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of 
National Reporter System, published by West 
Publishing Company, St. Paul, Minn. Copy- 
right, 1957, by West Publishing Company. 


Court of Appeals of Kentucky 


Action involving a weight tax exemp- 
tion of nonresident motor carriers of 
property. From an adverse judgment of 
the Circuit Court, Franklin County, 
W. B. Ardery, J., the commissioner of the 
Department of Motor Vehicles appealed. 
The Court of Appeals, Milliken, C. J., 
held that the statute permits a weight 
tax exemption to non-resident motor 
property carriers for a specific vehicle in 
a specific urban area and no other; and 
that the failure of the department timely 
to change its regulations to conform to 
the changes made in the statute was im- 
material; since it is the statute which 
controlled, and not the regulations. 

Judgment reversed with directions. 

When reciprocal agreements between 
states for non-resident motor carrier in 
interstate commerce cannot be effected, 
each state is free to impose its highway 
usage tax. KSR 281.835. 

Under the statute exempting from the 
weight tax, motor vehicles registered in 
Kentucky for which registration fee 
has been paid and those owned by non- 
residents and registered under laws of 
another state, a non-resident motor op- 
erator could operate his trucks solely 
within the confines of such nonborder 
city like the Lexington urban area as 
well as a border area city without paying 
the Kentucky weight tax, if it found it 
profitable to do so. KRS 186.050(3), 
281.605 (2), 281.810 and (3), 281.835. 


Under the statutes, a specific motor 
vehicle owned by non-resident and 
registered in a sister state may be used 
solely in a specific urban area in Ken- 
tucky without being subject to Kentucky 
weight tax regardless of whether the 





vehicle is used interstate commerce or 
only within the designated urban area 
of Kentucky. KRS 186.050(3), 281.605 (2), 
281.810, and (3), 281.835. 

A statute creating an exemption from 
taxation should be narrowly construed 
and its effects confined to a narrow orbit. 

The court must assume that the legis- 
lature in amending a statute had a 
purpose in mind in specifically changing 
the statute and that the changes were 
intentional and not fortuitous. 

The statute respecting weight tax ex- 
emption of motor carriers of property of 
non-residents used exclusively for trans- 
portation of property for hire within the 
corporate limits “of the city” named in 
the affidavit required to be filed permits 
a weight tax exemption to non-resident 
motor property carriers for a_ specific 
vehicle in a specific urban area, and 
no other. KRS 281.605(2). 

Where the statute permitted a weight 
tax exemption to non-resident motor 
property carriers for a specific vehicle in 
a specific urban area and no other, no 
vested rights accrued to non-resident 
motor carriers because of the tardy fail- 
ure of the motor vehicle department to 
change its regulation to conform to the 
changes made in the statute, since it was 
the statute which controlled and not the 
regulations. KRS 281.605(2). (Blackburn 
v. Maxwell Co., 305 S.W. 2d 112) 


Supreme Court of California, en Banc 


Proceeding to annul orders of Public 
Utilities Commission finding that main- 
tenance of lower railroad freight rate 
for iron ore shipments to steel company 
than to cement company did not result 
in undue prejudice or discrimination to 
cement company. The Supreme Coutt, 
Gibson, C. J., held that where commis- 
sion on original hearing and on denial 
of rehearing had made inconsistent find- 
ings with respect to whether the rates 
reflected an unreasonable difference and 
placed its finding that the differential 
was not unduly discriminatory upon the 
ground that there were no competition 
between the cement company and the 
steel company, orders based on those 
findings were in violation of statute 
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51,250 regulating public utilities and prohibiting 
were any unreasonable difference as to rates 
lend- and constitutional provision that no dis- 
1,250, |} crimination in charges should be made 
2 fine by any railroad between places or per- 
ining sons. 
L Was Orders annulled 
Where cement company’s complaint 
h which was filed with Public Utilities 
am- — Commission and which alleged rate dis- 
» Of | crimination by railroad in favor of steel 
rier, | company was dismissed on ground that 
wing rates were not discriminatory, statement 
rma- | of Commission in opinion denying re- 
oe hearing that rates should be reviewed by 
cate. | railroad so as to eliminate unreasonable 
difference in charges constituted findings 
hristi of fact and necessarily implied that there 
t ohte was an unreasonable difference in vio- 
hristi lation of statute regulating public utili- 
f its ties and _ constitutional prohibition 
; against discrimination in charges. West’s 
ging | ann. Public Util. Code, Section 453; 
— West’s Ann. Const. art., section 21. 
| “4 In proceedings to annul order of Pub- 
ty in | lic Utilities Commission, evidence was 
ervice sufficient to support implied finding of 
equire | Commission that difference in rates 
ogs in charged cement company and steel com- 
The | pany was an unreasonable difference. 
West’s Ann. Public Util. Code, section 
453; West’s Ann. Const. art., section 21. 
In proceedings before Public Utilities 
rce or | Commission for determination that rate 
1 area | differential between rates charged by 
305 (2) railroad to cement company and steel 
’ | company was discriminatory, the weigh- 
. fon ing of whatever factors may have tended 
strand to show that the differential was reason- 
; orbit able as against the approximate equality 
legis- of distances and conditions of transpor- 
oe tation was a ‘matter within the exclu- 
anging sive jurisdiction of the Commission. 
. wane West’s Ann. Const. art. 12, section 22; 
West’s Ann. Public Util. Code, section 
1757. 
sec be" In proceedings by cement company 
crane. | before Public Utilities Commission for 
in the elimination of discrimination of rail- 
med in road rate differential between cement 
rermits company and steel company, Commis- 
esident sion’s finding that there was no undue 
specific discrimination based on ground that 
a and there was no competition between ce- 
’ ment company and steel company was 
‘ erroneous conclusion of law which was 
weight} contrary to statute regulating public 
motor} utilities and prohibiting unreasonable 
nicle IN} differences in rates without regard for 
her, NO} competition between the parties. West’s 
sides. | Ann. Public Util. Code, section 453. 
nt to} . Findings of fact of the Public Utilities 
to the | Commission, including those of reason- 
» it was} @bleness and discrimination, are as a 
not the | Semeral rule final and not subject to re- 
ickburn | View. West’s Ann. Public Util. Code, 
section 1757. 
Where the Public Utilities Commis- 
n Bane} sion had made inconsistent findings 
Public} with respect to the principal issue in- 
hee volved and had followed an erroneous 
— view of the law, orders based on those 
t result} findings would be annulled by the Su- 
ition tof Preme Court. West’s Ann. Public Util.: 
» Court,f Code, section 1757. 
ommis- Cement company which allegedly was 
ons discriminated against by railroad in that 
“ me rate differential between rates charged 
nce and to cement company and steel company 
erentialf for iron ore shipments were different 
pon the} had a right to file a complaint with the 
petition} Public Utilities commission and the com- 
and the} mission was required to hold a hearing, 
n thos¢} make an order which resolved the issues 


statut€} presented to it and fix the rates which 





ACADEMY OF 





STREAMLINE 
YOUR TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT! 


WE AGREE—running a traffic department is never going 


to be a bed of roses, no matter how you look at it. But 
professionally trained personnel can contribute substantially 
toward making a smoothly running, successful operation. 


The Academy of Advanced Traffic, New York and Phila- 
delphia has for 27 years offered high-level, professional 
training in transportation and traffic management—with 
courses both for beginners and for personnel already in the 
field who wish to advance to executive status. 


Whether you are interested in a special program 
for members of your department, or courses for 
yourself, your inquiry on the attached 
coupon will receive prompt and 
courteous attention. 


ADVANCED 
TRAFFIC 


New York—Philadelphia 


Academy of Advanced Traffic 
63 Vesey Street 
New York 7, N.Y. 


Please send me information about your courses in transportation and traffic 


(Philadelphia area residents may address in- 
quiries to the Academy of Advanced Traffic, 
Market St. Natl. Bank Bldg., Market & Juniper 
Sts., Philadelphia 7) 
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COOKE personalized service speeds 
products to markets—cuts your cost, 
raises your profits through indi- 
vidual solutions to your particular 
warehousing, transportation and 
physical distribution problems. 30 
years a leader in public merchan- 
dise warehousing in the world’s 
greatest distribution center! Unsur- 
passed in specially-trained per- 
sonnel, methods, equipment and 
facilities! Write today for detailed 
brochure. 


when time and money count, 
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the Commission determined to be rea- 
sonable and just, and commission could 
not proceed with the matter as an ad- 
ministrative investigation without par- 
ticipation by the cement company as a 
litigant. West’s Ann. Public Util. Code, 
sections 728, 1702, 1705. (California Port- 
land Cement Co. v. Public Util. Com’n., 
315 P. 2d 709). 

Court of Appeals of Ohio, Franklin 
County 


Action by passenger for baggage lost 
by interstate airline carrier. From a 
judgment of the Court of Common Pleas, 
Franklin County, of $835 for plaintiff, 
defendant appealed on questions of law. 
The Court of Appeals, Fess, J., held that 
tariff limiting liability on baggage to 
$100 unless excess value was declared in 
advance and extra charge based on such 
valuation had been paid was a valid 
regulation so that passenger who failed 
to declare additional value when baggage 
was checked for transportation on her 
ticket was limited to $100 recovery for 
loss of suitcase and contents. 


Judgment affirmed as modified. 


In litigation involving an interstate 
shipment of baggage with an airline com- 
mon carrier, the rights and liabilities are 
to be determined by Federal law ap- 
plicable thereto. Civil Aeronautics Act of 
1938, Sec. 1 et seq., 49 US.C.A. Sec. 401 
et seq. 

Common carriers can not stipulate for 
immunity from their own or their agent’s 
negligence. 

At common law, a distinction was made 
between a contract immunizing a com- 
mon carrier from liability for negligence 
and a contract limiting liability upon an 
agreed valuation at a higher charge or 
rate. 

The right of an interstate common 
carrier to limit his liability upon an 
agreed valuation for which he charges 
a higher rate arises at common law inde- 
pendent of Federal statute except as 


Statistics 


Iron Ore, Coal and Grain 
Moved on Lakes to Nov. 1 
Totaled 18.9 Million Tons 


Combined shipments of iron ore, 
coal and grain over the Great Lakes 
this season to November 1 amounted 
to 18,990,349 net tons compared with 
21,150,546 tons moved in the cor- 
responding period of 1956, the Lake 
Carriers’ Association reported No- 
vember 12. 


“October ore cargoes totaled 11,005,297 
gross tons, a three-year low, while the 
season’s shipments of the commodity 
through October amounted to 80,507,424 
tons, a four-year high,” the association 
said. 

“Similarly, the 5,396,865 tons of coal 
hauled in October was the lowest for 
that month in five years, while the cumu- 
lative tonnage as of November 1, 41,425,- 
033 tons, represented a seven-year peak. 

“The grain trade continued in the 
doldrums, only 1,267,551 net tons hav- 
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provision may be made by law requiring 
the filing and publication of tariff rates 
and schedules, which, if reasonable, 
become binding alike upon the carrier 
and his patron. Civil Aeronautics Act 
of 1938, Sec. 403(a, b), 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 
483(a, b). 

The limitation of liability clause upon 
agreed valuation in the tariff filed by 
an interstate airline carrier pursuant to 
provisions of civil aeronautics act is a 
valid regulation fixing and determin- 
ing amount of recovery by passenger 
for lost baggage premised upon amount 
to be charged for carriage of such 
baggage in light of responsibility as- 
sumed. Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, 
Sec. 403(a, b), 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 483(a, 
b). 


There must be statutory authority for 
filing a particular clause in a carrier's 
tariff before persons affected thereby 
are charged with notice thereof or 
bound by its terms. Civil Aeronautics 
Act of 1938, Sec. 403(a, b), 49 U.S.C.A. 
Sec. 483(a, b). 


Liability of interstate airline carrier 
in respect to baggage of passenger is 
limited under such carrier’s tariff to 
value stated therein unless higher val- 
uation is declared in advance and addi- 
tional charge paid pursuant to such 
tariff. Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938, 
Sec. 403(a, b), 49 U.S.C.A. Sec. 483(a, 
b). 


Where airline passenger checked suit- 
case and contents worth $835 with air- 
line for transportation on her ticket, 
and declared no value on same, and air- 
line made no extra charge based on 
value in excess of $100, and airline’s 
tariff limited liability on baggage to 
$100 unless excess value was declared 
and extra charge paid therefor, pas- 
senger could recover only $100 for suit- 
case and contents lost by airline. Civil 
Aeronautics Act of 1938, Secs. 1 et seq., 
403(a, b,) 49 U.S.C.A. Secs. 401 et seq., 
483(a, b). (Randolph v. American Air- 
lines, 144 N.E.2d 878). 


ing been moved last month. This com- 
pared to 1,317,882 tons hauled the cor- 
responding date a year ago.” 

Cumulative tonnage figures for the 
first 10 months of 1957 for each category 
of bulk freight specified, and the com- 
parable figures for 1956 and 1955, were 
given as follows: 

Iron ore, 90,168,315 gross tons (75,- 
321,607 in 1956 and 89,449,550 in 1955); 
coal, 41,425,033 (40,438,836 in 1956 and 
39,059,773 in 1955), and grain, 8,571,400 
(11,281,655 in 1956 and 8,235,732 in 1955). 
The total for the first 10 months of this 
year was 140,164,748 tons, compared with 
127,052,098 and 136,745,055 in the com- 


parable periods of 1956 and 1955, re- 
spectively. 


Freight Car Supply Report 


U.S. railroads reported an average 
daily surplus of 12,871 freight cars and 
an average daily shortage of 475 freight 
cars for the week ended November 2, as 
compared with a surplus of 12,163 cars 
and_a shortage of 912 cars, on an average 


daily basis for the week ended October 


(Continued on page 72) 
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LATE NEWS— 
(Continued from page 21) 


ciety. Among other organizations of 
which he was a member were the Traffic 
and Transportation Club and the Traffic 
Club of Pittsburgh. 

Books of which Professor Miller was 
the author included: “Railway Transpor- 
tation, Principles and Point of View,” 
published in 1924; “Rates of Return, 
Class I Line-Haul Railways of the United 
States,” co-authored with Professor Vir- 
gil D. Cover, published first in 1921 and 
in most of the subsequent years to and 
including 1951; “Inland Transportation,” 
published in 1933, and “West Texas To- 
morrow,” published in 1955. Professor 
Miller also had written many articles for 
journals in the fields of economics and 
transportation. 

In addition to the son at whose home 
he died, he leaves another son, Sidney L. 
Miller, Jr., and four daughters, Margaret 
(Mrs. Eliot Waples), Dorothy Rachael, 
Linda Karen and Sarah Ann. 























B. & O. Passenger Service 
Abandonment Pleas Filed 


With Three State Bodies 


The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
announced late November 14 it had 
filed a petition with the Public Serv- 
ice Commission of Maryland and 
similar authorities in Delaware and 
Pennsylvania for permission to dis- 
continue all passenger service on the 
B. & O. between Baltimore Mad., 
Wilmington, Del., Philadelphia Pa., 
and New York City. 


Through passenger train service be- 
tween Baltimore, Washington, D.C., and 
the west will be continued, as will com- 
muter train service between Baltimore 
and Washington, and no change will 
be made in B. & O. freight service, ac- 
cording to the announcement. 

Discontinuance of its passenger serv- 
ice north and east of Baltimore would 
not affect the public adversely, the 
B. & O. said, adding: 

“Other public transportation facili- 
ties . . . amply sufficient to meet. the 
public convenience and necessity are in 
operation for the handling of passenger 
traffic. 

“As compared to six round trips per 
day between Baltimore and New York 
via the B. & O. Route, the Pennsylvania 
Railroad Co. operates some 20 trains a 
day in each direction between these 
points. Bus lines operate some 50 round 
trips per day, and the airlines some 13 
round trips per day. The airlines also 
operate some 81 round trips per day 
between Washington and New York. 

“In addition to the adequacy of the 
other transportation services mentioned, 

















































by several modern superhighways, ex- 
tensive use of which by private auto- 
mobiles further establishes the lack of 
any public necessity or convenience in 
the continuance of the lightly patronized 
and unprofitable passenger train service.” 
In asking authority to discontinue 
Passenger trains north and east of Balti- 
more, the railroad said that “the general 
Public has substantially abandoned its 
wd of the train for other modes of 
vel.” 


A major reason for this loss of patron- 












the line of railroad is directly paralleled . 
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age, said the B. & O., was that ‘there 
had been large expenditures in recent 
years by state and federal bodies “for the 
improvement of highway and air travel 
paralleling the line of the railroad in- 
volved. .. .” 

“Patronage of trains on the route af- 
fected by the petitions,” it said, “has 
declined about 46 per cent since 1946; and 
the number of passengers now handled 
does not warrant continued operation 
of the train. 

“Concurrently with the marked decline 
in patronage of the train, the expenses 
of operating them have so drastically 
increased that there is incurred an out- 
of-pocket loss of operation of many mil- 
lions of dollars a year.” 

Six trains are operated in each di- 
rection daily in B. & O. Route service 
between Washington, Baltimore and 
Jersey, N.J., at which point a connecting 
train-bus service is operated by ferry to 
stations in Manhattan and Brooklyn. 
An additional train is operated in each 
direction daily between Washington, 
Baltimore and Philadelphia. All but one 
of these seven daily trains operate 
through Washington to points west. 


N.M.B. Sponsors New Talks 
In Santa Fe Labor Dispute 


Representatives of the Sante Fe Rail- 
road and of 15 non-operating railroad 
unions involved in a union shop dispute 
with the Sante Fe met in Washington, 
D.C., on November 14 with officials of the 
National Mediation Board. 

The meeting was called by the NMB., 
which previously had withdrawn from 
the dispute on the ground that the 
negotiations had reached an impasse. 
Members of the 16 unions have authorized 
their negotiating committee, headed by 
George Leighty, president of the Order 
of Railroad Telegraphers, to call a strike 
if necessary. 


Prior to the N.M.B. meeting, the union 
representatives had been meeting in 
Washington to discuss the situation and 
Mr. Leighty said earlier that a decision 
on whether to implement the strike vote 
authorization would be made at further 
meetings November 15 and 16 in Chicago. 

In mid-afternoon of Nevember 14, 
there was no word of a settlement from 
the N.M.B. session and the meeting was 
continuing. 


129 New Waterside Projects 
Listed in Report by A.W.O. 


New development or expansion of 129 
plants along the inland waterways in the 
third quarter of 1957 has been reported 
by The American Waterways Operators, 
Inc. The organization said that this 
brought the total for the first nine 
months of the year to 365 new facilities 
or expansions of existing plants. 

The nine-month total indicated that 
about 500 such projects would be under- 
taken in all of 1957, the organization 
said. It added that about 500 develop- 
ments had occurred in 1956 and 1955 and 
called this pace “record-breaking years 
of this revolutionary movement of in- 
dustry.” 


Braxton B. Carr, president of A.W.O., 
the national association of the barge and 
towing vessel industry, said the new 
development along inland water routes 
has been spurred in part “by industry’s 
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desire to decentralize to locations nearer 
their markets and at the same time 
gain access to barge transportation for 
their bulk raw materials.” 

“The advantages of low-cost water 
transportation,” Mr. Carr said, “have 
led industry into a new era of plant 
location which unquestionably is add- 
ing to the efficiency of production and 
thereby passing on to the consuming 
public a large share of the benefits 
derived from barge operations. 

“Barge transportation over the 29,000 
miles of navigable inland waterways is 
in many cases the lowest cost available 
transportation because of the efficiency 
achieved in carriage and terminaling of 
bulk cargoes whose handling often rep- 
resents first costs in the production 
cycle. This efficiency is translated in 
savings in consumer costs which in- 
dustry has realized for years and which 
the public is coming more and more to 
appreciate.” 

Among larger projects in the A.W.O. 
list of 129 were these: An 1,800-acre 
industrial park to accommodate up to 
300 plants near Palm Beach, Fla., on the 
Atlantic intracoastal waterway; an $18 
million pier renovation project at Char- 
leston, S.C.; a $200 million oil refinery 
built by Tidewater Oil Co. near Wilming- 
ton, Del.; an $18 million chemical plant 
being built near New Orleans, La., by 
the W. R. Grace Chemical Co.; a $50 
million chemical plant planned in Put- 
nam County, W.Va., by the Union Car- 
bide Corp.; a $20 million chemical instal- 
lation and dock facility under construc- 
tion for the Wyandotte Chemical Corp. 
near Geismar, La., and a $20 million 
copper refinery planned near Baltimore, 
Md., by the Kennecott Copper Corp. 


Western N.Y. Transportation 
Conference Set for Nov. 25 


A panel discussion of transportation 
legislative proposals to be considered in . 
the next session of Congress will form 
part of the program to be presented at 
a transportation conference on Novem- 
ber 25 in Buffalo, N.Y., sponsored by the 
Transportation Association of America 
and the University of Buffalo in cooper- 
ation with yarious traffic and transpor- 
tation organizations in the area. 

The speaker at the one-day meeting, 
which will be held at the University of 
Buffalo, will be George P. Baker, presi- 
dent of the T.A.A. The subject of his 
address will be “Transportation Trends 
and Constructive Legislation.” 

Harold F. Hammond, executive vice- 
president of the T.A.A., will be moder- 
ator of the panel discussion. Panel par- 
ticipants will be Robert J. McBride, ex- 
ecutive director of the Regular Common 
Carrier Conference of the American 
Trucking Associations, Inc.; David I. 
Mackie, chairman of the Eastern Rail- 
road President’s Conference, and Vice- 
Admiral Lyndon Spencer, president of 
the Lake Carriers’ ‘Association. There 
will also be a “quiz team,” composed of 
Robert F. Mackrell, director of trans- 
portation for the National Gypsum Co.; 
Lewis A. Schur, general traffic manager 
of the Stromberg-Carlson Co., a division 
of General Dynamics Corp., and Karl 
S. Wright, general traffic manager of the 
Carborundum Co 


General chairman of the conference, 
called the “Western New York Trans- 
portation Conference,’ is Claude E. 
Puffer, vice-chancellor of the University 
of Buffalo. 
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STATISTICS— (Continued from page 70) 
26, according to the car service division Se 
of the Association of American Railroads, 
The surplus in the latest period was 
made up of 5,883 plain box cars, 483 auto Pi 
box, 113 gondola, 672 covered hopper, 40 
stock, 757 flat, 4,349 refrigerator and ee 
574 miscellaneous cars. The shortage for 
| that period was composed of 146 plain 
| box, 10 auto box, 71 gondola, 187 hopper, New 
33 stock and 28 miscellaneous cars. No 
surplus of regular hoppers was _ report- Ope! 
BROKERS | ed, and there were no shortages of cov- 


ered hoppers, flat, cars or refrigerator by 
cars, according to reports of the carriers. Novem 

° ° in Kar 
Rail Wage Outlay Higher, | northe 


LTS Total Employment Declines | ine tx 
a Compensation paid to employes of § dock ¥ 
4 Class I steam railways, exclusive of § structi 
Expert foreign freight forwarding wo R LO switching and terminal companies, § purcha 
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hig those roads (statement M-300) prepared § a link- 
Marine insurance UL? by the Commission’s Bureau of Trans- § four-w! 
Consular invoicing ’ port Economics and Statistics. dock ¥ 
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Field warehousing service the carriers as of the middle of August, | on the 
1957, was 1,006,536, a decrease of 30,353, 9 city ar 
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NEW ORLEANS—143 Bari St. Air Cargo Building (Also 
SAN FRANCISCO—-244 California St. serving La Guardia Fiel ield) FMB 417 during the month with the total hours 


paid for showed 188 hours an employe in} B, & , 
GENERAL FOREIGN AGENTS — NEW YORK CENTRAL SYSTEM * OFFICES IN ALL IMPORTANT COMMERCIAL CITIES ABROAD August 1957, and 188 hours in August, 


1956. In 1957, employes received pay for 
ALWAYS USE AMERICAN EXPRESS TRAVELERS CHEQUES 7,336,405 hours of overtime which was Oper 
4.16 per cent of the straight time paid The | 
for. has an 
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as follows: Straight time paid for, $112,-] The B. 
741,747; overtime paid for, $12,954,485; } designe 
constructive allowances, $18,960,044; total} road’s 
$144,656,276. Miles actually run totaledj “the m 
348,765,056, and miles paid for but not§ in nort 


oy tp De ot @) am AOL UL run totaled 38,361,925. contact 
3 cheinutathigtinennaing 


A ee Ta j the ne 
OF THIS NEW Rail Employment e ne 


Employes of Class I steam railways, 

AND exclusive of switching and terminal com-] C, & ( 

INFORMATIVE ; panies, totaled 975,153 at the middle ef whe 
ea Poa October, 1957, a decrease of 6.33 per cen e@ | 
ele) <a ae ra under the figure for October, 1956, and) Dounce: 
a decrease of 1.97 per cent’ under Sep-§ Season 
tember, 1957, according to a rail employ-} 4¢ its 17 
ment compilation prepared by the Com-} that da 


mission’s Bureau of Transport Economics} loaded 

“ DIAGRAPH-BRADLEY INDUSTRIES, inc. Di and Statistics. ‘The October, 1957, em- . The 

ployment was reported as follows: »W 

P. O. BOX 269 HERRIN, ILLINOIS Executives, Officials, and staff aoiet only 

Please Send Me a ” IT. ants, 16,235; professional, clerical, an | 

ey ee eee ae general, 187,814; maintenance of way andj ®Xpecte 

structures, 171,053; maintenance off Toledo. 
equipment and stores, 240,691; transpor- 
tation (other than train, engine, and 

yard), 113,978; transportation (yard-| Truck 

masters, switch tenders, and hostlers), The ] 

14,180, and transportation (train and cago, 1] 

engine service) , 231,202. , 
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opnee_ | New Orscheln Terminal 

Ss. . . 

<por, | Opened in Kansas City 

of cov- Orscheln Bros. Truck Lines, Inc., Kan- 

erator | os City, Mo., has announced that on 

Arrlers. | november 1 it transferred its operations 
in Kansas City to a new terminal in the 

er, northeast industrial district. 

W. C. Orscheln, president, said that 
nes the two-story building with a 40-door 
yes of § dock was part of a million-dollar con- 
sive of § struction program, including the recent 
panies, § purchase of larger terminal facilities at 
st 1957, § St. Louis, Mo., and the building of new 
t, 1956, terminals at Chicago and Peoria, Iil. 
cording § He described the new terminal as follows: 
stics ol “Freight is handled across the dock by 
repared § a link-belt dragline equipped with 200 
Trans- § four-wheel, rubber-tired carts. The 

dock will accommodate the largest new 
rted by § trailers. Offices and operating quarters 
August, } on the second floor .. . and rooms for 
' 30,353, § city and road drivers on the first floor 
iber re- § are air conditioned. A city dispatch 
board of new design speeds the pickup 
for was | and delivery of freight. Equipment is 
17, than | being installed for the radio dispatching 
of the } of city drivers... .” 
ved pay 
il hours 
ploye inj B, & A. Gets New Box Cars, 
August, 2 
pay for Opens New Office-Station 
ich was 
me paid The Bangor & Aroostook Railroad Co. 
has announced it has received the first 
for but§ of 400 new 50-feet box cars being built 
was re-§ for it by the St. Louis plant of the Amer- 
offiicals,§ ican Car and Foundry Division of A.C.F. 
essional,§ Industries, Inc. The 400 cars will cost 
mainte- § in the neighborhood of $3,750,000. They 
),268,973; § have eight-foot doors and will be used 
1 stores,§ Primarily to handle paper traffic. Fifty 
er than§ of the cars will be equipped with roller 
t: trans- bearings and nailable steel floors. 
tenders, On November 7, the railroad held an 
“open house” in its new sales office and 
ce, com-§ passenger and freight station in the new 
reported} Mercantile Building in Presque Isle, Me. 
or, $112,-§ The B. & A. said the new quarters were 
2,954,485; } designed not only to provide the rail- 
44; totalj road’s sales and operating forces with 
1 totaledj “the most modern and attractive” offices 
but notj in northern Maine, but to provide closer 
contact between the sales and operating 
personnel who had adjoining quarters in 
the new building.” 
railways, 
ant on C. & O. Coal Dumping Record 
per cent The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway an- 
1956, andj Nounced that on November 7 an all-time 
der Sep-} Season record was set for coal dumping 
| employ-§ 8 its Toledo, O., docks. It said that on 
‘he Com-} that day the 17-millionth ton of coal was. 
‘conomics§ loaded into a ship. 
957, em-| The previous record, the C. & O. 
WS: Said, was 16,993,593 net tons, set in the 
ff assist-§ 1947 lake shipping season. The railroad 
ical, and added that by the end of this year it 
way andj ®Xpected to exceed 18 million tons at 
ance off Toledo. 
ee 
ine, an i 2 
s  ¢yard-} Truck Terminal Construction 
a The Emery Transportation Co., of Chi- 





cago, Ill., interstate motor contract car- 





COYLI SAYS: 


“Hello, handsome! We keep our dates! 
23 Modern Dry 


Cargo Barges in 


Canal Service!” 


COYLE 


LINES 


INCORPORATED 
MAIN OFFICE: P. O. BOX 6056 @ NEW ORLEANS 14, LA 


TEXAS DIV 


If 


1814 W. CAPITOL AVE. © HOUSTON 10, TEX 





. - - you are interested in knowing in advance about proposals 
to make changes in rates, ruling, regulation, classification, etc., 
regarding the things you ship... 


WRITE TODAY for sample copy of the weekly Traffic Bulletin to find out how you can 
get this information in time to protect the interests of your company. 


The Traffic Service Corp., 815 Washington Bldg., Washington 5, D. C. 


Ship 
Transamerican 


and be Sure 





Transamerican 


NATIONWIDE 


Freight Lines, Inc. 


OUR 25" YEAR 


GENERAL OFFICES: DETROIT 9, MICHIGAN 
ROBERT B. a President 
Vi. 1-94 








Now! 17 miles of “Roller Freight” 
cars on Western Maryland Railway 


The Western Maryland Railway has 
boosted its total of “Roller Freight” cars 
to 2,051, about 14% of its freight car 
rolling stock. That’s 17 miles of cars on 
Timken® tapered roller bearings. West- 
ern Maryland believes in “Roller Freight” 
because it knows that Timken bearings 
help win new business by speeding ship- 
ments while cutting maintenance and 
operating costs to the bone. 

Timken bearings end the No. 1 cause 
of freight train delay—the hot box prob- 
lem. They ro// the load, don’t slide it. 
There’s no metal-to-metal sliding fric- 
tion. Timken bearings permit freight 
trains to run at passenger train speeds 
because they remove all speed restric- 
tions due to bearings. The Timken Roller 
Bearing Company, Canton 6, Ohio. 
Canadian plant: St. Thomas, Ontario. 
Cable address: ‘““TIMROSCO”. 





Home Study in— 


Transportation 
and 
Traffic Management 


v4) positive step toward 


a rewarding career! 


Whether you are employed by 
a carrier or shipper organization, 
you know of the opportunities in 
your field that exist for profes- 
sionally trained men and women. 
And the home study courses in 
transportation and traffic man- 
agement offered by the College of 
Advanced Traffic represent a 
sound and positive step toward a 
secure and rewarding future for 
you. 


Practical and economical, these 
home study courses are suited 
both for beginners wishing basic 
background and advanced train- 
ing as well as for those already 
employed in the field and plan- 
ning to advance their careers. 
Included in the courses are prac- 
tical problem projects worked 
from actual tariffs and tariff 
workbooks, written examinations 
and theory questions which are 
analyzed for you, corrected and 
graded by a faculty of competent 
and experienced traffic men. 


COLLEGE OF ADVANCED TRAFFIC 


22 West Madison St., 
Chicago 2, Ill. 
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College of Advanced Traffic, Dept. TW 
22 West Madison St. 
Chicago 2, Ill. 


Please send me, by return mail, full details 
of home study courses in transportation 
and traffic management. | understand that 
this request places me under no obliga- 
tion, and that no salesmen will call. 


Name .. 
Address 


Zone ... State 


(0 Check here if you are a veteran en- | 
titled to educational benefits under | 
P.L. 550, 82nd Congress. | 
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TRAFFIC Wortp 


Overhead Traveling Crane Eases Bulk Handling 


ae us Lune : 
tare pee! ee. 


A recently installed heavy-duty, twin-hook, overhead traveling crane has provided faster, lower-cost 
handling of bulk metals and large and heovy equipment at the Reserve Terminals Co., Cleveland, 
C., according to John C. DeVenne, president. He said large man-hour savings had been reported 


- because of the crane, which, he asserted, provided more efficient indoor handling of multi-ton 


loads heretofore requiring dismantling or special operations. The crane has two main bridge sec 

tions 68% feet long with tandem trolleys and twin hooks for faster straight-level lifting of un- 

balanced loads. Maneuverability of twin hooks, it is stated, eliminates usual extra operations in 
load angling and manipulating. 





rier specializing in food products and 
related items, has announced the con- 
struction of a $30,000 terminal, including 
office and parking facilities in McFarland, 
Wis., a suburb of Madison, to serve its 
contracting shippers in western Wiscon- 
sin. It formerly occupied leased quarters 
in Madison. 

Because of the truckload nature of its 
operation, the company says, ng docks 
or platforms are contemplated at the 
new terminal. 


Allied Gently Transports 
Priceless Cargo 1,377 Miles 


“Not even a pipette was cracked,” said 
Dr. Maurice Lev, a specialist on congen- 
ital heart disease, after 160 crocks of 
human hearts, 700 jars of specimens and 
2,500 boxes of glass slides had been 
moved 1,377 miles by two Allied Van 
Lines’ vans, that company reported. 

Allied said that the cargo—irreplace- 





$21 Million Generator-Stator Handled With Care 





This huge generator-stator, said to cost $21 million and weighing 481,000 pounds, is believed to be 
the heaviest piece of equipment ever transported into San Francisco, according to the Southern 
Pacific Co. On its way to the Hunters Point (Calif.) power plant of the Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 
from the Schenectady (N.Y.) plant of General Electric Co., the stator arrived in San Francisco 
on the tracks of the Southern Pacific October 29, after having been shipped September 25 vic 
New York Central to Streetor, Ill., thence over the Santa Fe to Kansas City, the Rock Island to Tu 
cumcari, N.M., and the S.P. to San Francisco, at a rate of about 100 miles a day. Unloading of 
the stator at San Francisco onto a double gooseneck low-bed, which hauled the huge machine 
six miles in an all-day run, required three days, according to the S.P. It said that the day-long 
move involved work by a crew of 14 men and the use of a total of 138 wheels. In addition to 
the main truck-tractor unit and four dollies, two extra tractors pulling and two pushing were en 
ployed to complete the move. Shipping dimensions were: Length, 31 ft. 2 in.; height, 13 ft. 1% in; 
width, 12 ft. 7% in.; gross weight on rail car, including car, 573,150 pounds or 2861 tons. 
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A Ship Leaves 
Hampton Roads for 
Major World Ports! 


HAMPTON ROADS: Newport News, 
Norfolk, Portsmouth and South Norfolk. 


RIVER PORTS: Alexandria, Hopewell and 
Richmond. 


Ships sail from the Ports of Virginia every 60 Sprinkler-Protected Warehousing 
Favorable Overall Time and Cost Factors 
Shipside Packaging Services 
Heavy Lift Cranes — Capacity to 90 
Major trunkline railroads serve these World- Net Tons 
famous ports. . . hundreds of truck lines. Liquids Handling Facilities 
Using Virginia’s dependable ports means Fumigation Chombers 
Shipside Grain Storage — 2,000,000- 
Bushel Capacity 
Let us show you — no matter what you export Ample Foreign Banking Service 


minutes . . . 126 steamship lines with regular 
sailings to 286 World ports. 


money in your pockets. . . and time saved, too. 
or import. 18 Permaneni Foreign Consulates 


CONTACT ANY OF THESE OFFICES... 


NEW YORK CHICAGO EUROPE 
52 Broadway 327 So. La Salle St. Virginia House 
‘ ‘a 140 Avenue Franklin Roosevelt 
New York 4, N. Y. Chicago 4, Illinois Brussels, Belgium 
ed to be sa Phone: Digby 4-5650 Phone: WAbash 2-2122 Phone: 48.05.51 
Southern SAttaty Cable: VASTPORTS, Brussels 
sctric Co. re : \ 
Francisco = AQ mane * 5 +++ OR DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF COMMERCE 
r 25 vie : g 
rd to Teh ke 4h) oF e e h(° ° 
vars) VA dy) Virginia State Ports Authorit 
machine awe Peal’)? 
day-long rp ar .2 
idition to 24 D 


were en - 254 GRANBY ST., NORFOLK 10, VA. 


Ve in 
Pies in.; Phone /AAdisen 2-1671 
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Alway” 4 

COUNT ON § .. 


HOOVER \- 


HOOVER 


mOoTOR EXPRESS COMPANY, ' 


P.O. Box 450 - ‘Maile. Tenn. 


BROOKS 


TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. 


Fast Daily Freight Service 
between North, South and West 


NEW YORK 

« JERSEY POINTS 

© PHILADELPHIA 

@ WILMINGTON 

© BALTIMORE TENNESSEE 

@ WASHINGTON @ NORTH CAROLINA 
@ SOUTH CAROLINA 


@ RICHMOND 
e NORFOLK 
@ LYNCHBURG 
© ROANOKE 
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Terminal at Stockton, Calif., for Delta Lines 


A new $200,000 terminal at Stockton, Calif., for Delta Lines, Inc., is shown in this artist’s drawing, 
The move into the new facility, said T. R. Dwyer, president, ‘marks another step in Delta’s million- 


dollar expansion and improvement program started last year.’ 


The new terminal encompasses 2,400 


square feet of office space and a dock 160 by 60 feet. It also includes repair and maintenance shops. 
The manager at Stockton is W. L. Lutz. 





able. and representing the life work of 
Dr. Lev—was moved from Miami, Fla., 
to the Hektoen Institute, Chicago. 

Allied said several unusual technical 
problems were encountered in the mov- 
ing. Heavy tractor-trailers could not use 
a narrow bridge to Dr. Lev’s laboratory 
on an island. The fragile slides were 
catalogued in such manner that any dis- 
ruption of sequence would cause harm. 
And the crocks were three-fourths full 
of formaldehyde and covered with poor- 
fitting lids, so if any fluids escaped the 
specimens would be damaged. 

Allied said the items were loaded 
scientifically in special rigs to minimize 
shifting. It added that its movers spend 
weeks planning and experimenting with 
packaging methods before beginning the 
operation. 


Saving Reported by Using 
Inflatable Rubber Dunnage 


Using inflatable rubber dunnage in car- 
load shipments of paperboard saves $9.90 
a car at the shipping point, said S. H. 
Tippett, eastern traffic manager of the 





Container Corporation of America, at 
the twenty-fifth annual meeting of the 
National Paperboard Association in New 
York City, November 12. 


Mr. Tippett said that figure was con- 
servative, as it did not include “the eco- 
nomics resulting from shipping fewer 
cars due to heavier loading through the 
use of these rubber pillows, nor the bene- 
fits accruing at origin and destination.” 

Mr. Tippett said his company had been 
using this type of dunnage for about a 
year and had only had nine damage 
claims on more than 1,000 cars shipped. 


New Shipping Container 
Reported to Cut Costs 


A new system of manufacturing ship- 
ping containers, said to save more than 
half the cost of certain types of pack- 
aging used extensively by industry and 
the military, has been developed by 
NaVan Products, Inc., of Santa Monica, 
Calif. 


“The new system,” the company said 
in an announcement, “uses fixed-size, 
interchangeable panels made from 
cleated plywood, paper overlaid veneer 





From a minimum number of panels, as shown in upper right hand corner, a maximum number of 

different box sizes and shapes is possible, says NaVan Products, Inc., adding that in one case 15? 

different shapes and sizes of boxes are produced from 47 panels. The company added that ‘immediate 
box availability’ from a relatively small inventory of panels is a feature of the system. 
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This shows how Klimp fasteners can be applied 

and removed without damage to wooden boxes, 

says NaVan Products, Inc., designer of the new 

system. It says that by combining this factor 

into a modular panel system of packaging maxi- 

mum versatility with box material re-use is 
achieved. 


or fiberboard. A maximum number of 
box sizes are engineered from minimum 
panel inventory. By using Klimp fasten- 
ers for box assembly, labor savings and 
re-use or value recovery of panels are 
gained. 

“Each panel can be re-used in several 
combinations of box sizes and shapes.” 

W. I. Beach, manager of the company, 
said that the new spring clamp made 
possible the new system. The fasteners, 
he said, did not damage wood, with the 
result that sides, ends and bottoms could 
be re-used. 

“A box can be assembled in one-third 
less time with Klimp fasteners than 
with nails,” the announcement con- 
tinued. “A box closed with Klimp fast- 
eners can be completely disassembled 
and its panels stacked for re-use in less 
time than it takes to remove the lid from 
& nailed box. 

“The engineer data include sample 
cost analyses, time study data, standard- 
ized coding system for panels from 10 to 
60 inches in width, panel design drawing, 
a computer covering a basic system that 
produces 159 different sizes and shapes 
of boxes from 47 panels, instruction 
manual for box makers and engineering 
test data on Klimp fasteners.” 


C. & N. W. Equipment Cost 


In a report concerning the ordering of 
138 new streamlined passenger cars by the 
Chicago & North Western Railway (T.W., 
Nov. 9, p. 37) cost of the equipment was 
stated, incorrectly, at $3,500,000. The 
amount should have been stated as 
$2,500,000. Trarric Wor LD regrets its error. 


New Oil Well for N.P. 


The successful completion of the first 
oil well drilled in their jointly owned 
Williston Basin Wills Creek area in 
tastern Montana has been announced by 
the Northern Pacific Railway and the 
Shell Oil Co. 

The well, known as Shell-Northern 
Pacific Miller 32-34, has been completed 
in the silurian formation with an initial 


“AIR 
FRANCE 


Dependable FAST AIR service delivers anything, anywhere in Europe, Near East, Far East, 
Africa, Mexico. 


Reduced Specific Commodity Rates on Most Items to Most Places. 
J 


SEE YOUR CARGO AGENT OR CALL AIR FRANCE 
NEW YORK, PLAZA 9-7000 ¢ BOSTON, COPLEY 7-5350 e CHICAGO, LUDLOW 5-1044 


FUNDAMENTALS OF FREIGHT TRAFFIC 


The new editions of these popular texts and reference books 


have been completely revised. 
Vol. 1—RAILROAD FREIGHT CLASSIFICATION, RATES & SERVICES. . . $3.00 


Vol. 2—RAILROAD FREIGHT RATE STRUCTURE. BR aoe 
Vol. 3—FREIGHT SERVICE & RATES—Water, Highway, Air, Pipe Line, 
Forwarder ...._... ; ce 
Vol. 4—FREIGHT SHIPPING DOCUMENTS & CLAIMS 
COMPLETE SET OF 4 VOLUMES sind: 
Book Department, The Traffic Service Corporation 
815 Washington Bldg., Washington 5, D. C. 


$3.00 


Five modern warehouses like those above are now available in 
the Outer Harbor area... ideal for cotton or automobiles. 


* 400,000 square feet completely covered * 20 acres of open storage 
* Ample loading ramps ¢ Excellent truck and rail connections 
* Bonded warehouse space ¢ Adjacent to steamship wharves 


For information and rates, write 


CRESCENT WAREHOUSE COMPANY, LTD. 


101 Seaside Ave., Terminal Island, Calif. * Telephone Terminal 3-4476 
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The 


TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


equally serves the producer and 
the user of transportation. Mailed 
from Washington at midnight 
each Friday, it brings you the 
timely information you need for 
the profitable operation of your 
business, whether as a shipper 
or as a carrier. For further infor- 
mation and rates, write today to: 


Circulation Manager 
Traffic Bulletin 
Washington Building 


Washington 5, D.C. 


2 RES PPE et Bee BO et eee Bt 


IN ANY DIRECTION 

IT PAYS TO MARK 
YOUR FREIGHT “via N&W"”’ 

Fast, dependable daily 


service between the Mid- 
west and the Port of 





Four-Barge Integrated Tow 


TRAFFIC Wort 


Transports Petrochemicals 


This specially designed four-barge integrated tow has been introduced on the Mississippi Waterways 
System for the carriage of petrochemicals, says the Shell Chemical Corp., for which the barges 
carry products. Three of the barges have nickel-lined compartments, Shell says, making possible 
the transportation of some high-purity chemical products ‘never transported by barge before.’ Shell 
says the tow is expected to make a round trip between Houston, Tex., and Chicago, Ill., in 22 days, 








production of 281 barrels a day, according 
to the railroad, which added that its 
share of September oil production was 
189,230 barrels from 216 Williston Basin 
wells. This compared with 93,564 barrels 
from 153 wells in September, 1956, it said. 


Factors to Be Considered 
In Tow-Line System Listed 


Six factors which it says should be 
given consideration in trailer purchasing 
for tow-line systems have been advanced 
by the Mercury Manufacturing Co., a 
division of Pettibone Milliken. 


Its announcement says much of the 
engineering wisdom in specifying for a 
tow-line system lies in the selection of 
the trailer equipment. These are the six 
factors suggested: 


Masts or front load guards of trailers 
for towing by overhead methods must be 
rigid enough to resist forces in all direc- 
tions; trailers should be built ruggedly 
enough to withstand collisions; T-section 
frames should be formed with rounded 
corners; wheels should be large enough 
to roll easily over small obstructions; 
proper location of the fixed rear wheels 
and the caster front wheels is important, 
and trailers should require a fairly low 
surge pull to swing freely at corners. 





New, Modern Terminal for Ringsby Truck Lines 





Novem! 


light Face 
told Face 


Norfolk on famed Hamp- 
ton Roads. 


Norpoth... Wester. 


RAILWAY 


This is an architect’s sketch of a new, modern terminal for Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., in Kansas City, 

Mo. The building, just completed, contains about 9,000 square feet of area, of which about 2,400 

is office space, the company says. The freight dock is 120 feet long and 60 feet wide, with 100 

feet of enclosed space containing 20 doors. Among ‘innovations’ the truck company says are in 

cluded in the dock are an overhang roof extending six feet from the edge of the dock, skylights in 

the roof, no posts on the obstruction-free dock and each overhead door is equipped with a swivel 
spotlight. Ringsby personnel moved into the new terminal on November 4. 
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NEW PAN AM 


ATLANTIC CARGO 
SCHEDULE 


Direct service assures next-day arrival 


From New York 


NEXT-DAY ARRIVAL TIME 
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light Face Indicates AM Hours 


tAll-Cargo Service. Stops shown at London and Frankfurt are made on all trips. Stops at Amsterdam, Berlin, Brussels, 
told Face Indicates PM Hours 


Dusseldorf, Munich or Stuttgart are subject to advance confirmation of space and certain prescribed minimum weights. 
Connecting Pan Am flights to these and other cities are also available. 


Alse direct service to many other 
points throughout Europe and the 
Middle East. 

As this new Atlantic schedule shows, Pan Am provides 


Cargo service? Learn how you can save dollars as 
more flights to more cities at better departure times 


well as days, by cutting costs on such items as 
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Trade Mark—Reg. U.S. Pat. Of. 


than ever before—including new nonstops to Paris, 
London, Rome, Lisbon and Frankfurt. 


In short, Pan Am continues to offer more direct service 
to more points than any other carrier. 


Why not get the whole story on Pan Am Clipper* 


insurance, packing, duty and warehousing. For infor- 
mation contact PAA, your cargo agent or forwarder. 
In New York phone STillwell 6-7341 or write: 


L. P. Cornwall, Cargo Sales Mgr., 
PO. Box 1790, N.Y. 17, N.Y. 


PAN AML 
CLUCPPER CARGO 


FASTEST DELIVERY TO ALL THE WORLD 
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Japanese Officials Shown 


Los Angeles Waterfront 


Thirty-nine Japanese governmental 
and civic officials were guests on Novem- 
ber 8 of the Los Angeles (Calif.) Board 
of Harbor Commissioners at a luncheon 
and a two-hour boat tour of the harbor, 
the Los Angeles Harbor Department re- 
ported. 

The group, made up of Japan’s dele- 
gation to the fourth Biennial Pacific 
Area Conference of Mayors and Cham- 
ber of Commerce Presidents, held No- 
vember 3 through 7 at San Diego, Calif., 
was welcomed by Acting Mayor John S. 
Gibson, Jr.; Lloyd A. Menveg and Dr. 
Elton C. Spires, president and vice- 
president, respectively, of the Los An- 
geles harbor board, and Bernard J. 


Caughlin, general manager of the port. 

After the luncheon the group made an 
inspection tour through the $12-million 
cargo-passenger terminal leased by the 
Matson Navigation Co, and took a boat 
tour of the harbor’s 28-mile waterfront. 


Civilian Honored by Army 


For Transportation Service 


The Office of the Chief of Transporta- 
tion, Department of the Army, has an- 
nounced the presentation of three top 
civilian awards to Thomas M. Harvey, 
of Arlington, Va., for the “outstanding 
manner in which he has performed his 
duties as chief of the programs office of 
the U. S. Army Chief of Transportation.” 

The announcement said that the 
awards—the Outstanding Performance 
Rating, the Meritorious Civilian Service 
Certificate and the award for Sustained 
Superior Performance of Duty—were pre- 
sented to Mr. Harvey by Maj. Gen. Paul 
F. Yount, chief of transportation. 


F.T.L. Reports 34 Per Cent 


Income Gain With New Plan 


The “all-Constellation” air freight 
service inaugurated by Flying Tiger Line 
in October has increased revenues of the 
airline by 34 per cent, George T. Cussen, 
vice-president, announced November 4. 

Traffic in the third week of the month, 
the first full period of Super H Con- 
stellation service, showed a gain of 44 
per cent over the first week of October 
and 27 per cent over the second week, 
when partial all-Constellation schedules 
were being flown, Mr. Cussen said in a 
statement. 

“Initial results have been even greater 
revenue-wise than we had anticipated,” 
he declared. “Eleven of the 18 stations 
on our system showed gains. Four 
stations more than doubled the traffic 
volume recorded in the first week of 
the month.” 

In the new type service, he said, the 
airline replaced its mixed fleet of DC- 
6A, C-46 and C-54 aircraft with an all- 
Super H Constellation fleet. This air- 


craft, he added, carried from one third 
more to three times as much as the air- 
craft previously used and operated at 
higher speeds over substantially longer 
ranges. 

“All airport terminal cities were placed 
directly on transcontinental routes, in- 
cluding the first through all-cargo serv- 
ice between the Pacific Northwest and 
New England, a non-stop flight from the 
west coast to New York, providing next 
morning freight delivery from San 
Francisco and Los Angeles, and either 
next morning or next day delivery at 
almost every terminal on the airline,” 
Mr. Cussen said. 


Liquor Traffic Group 


Begins New Fiscal Year 


The Traffic Association Liquor In- 
dustry held its first meeting of the 
new fiscal year recently with Herbert 
Schwartz, chairman, presiding. 

The organization was formed in 1954 
so those in traffic work within the liquor 
industry could meet and discuss traffic 
topics. Companies represented, the asso- 
ciation says, are Austin Nichols & Co.; 
Bacardi Imports; Canada Dry Ginger 
Ale; James M. McCunn; Fromm & Sichel, 
Inc.; W. A. Taylor; “21” Brands; Julius 
Wile Sons & Co.; McKesson & Robbins; 
the Monarch Wine Co.; Garrett & Co.; 
Schieffelin & Co.; Munson G. Shaw; 
Vintage Wines, Inc., and Jos. Garneau, 
Inc. 

Ray Daly is secretary and B. Larry 
Bailie, Jr., is treasurer. Meetings of the 
group are held the third Tuesday of 
every month from September through 
June. 


Wheaton Van Agents Meet 


Wheaten Van Lines, Inc., reports that 
its agents from about 30 states attend- 
ed its national agents meeting Novem- 
ber 8 and 9 at Indianapolis, Ind. It said, 
also, that representatives of Lyon Van 
Lines, a western affiliate of Wheaton, 
were present. The two-day meeting was 
devoted to discussions of new techniques 
in the industry, future developments and 
the 1958 advertising and sales promotion 
program. 


1.C.C. Safety Meeting Held 


William L. Hughes, district supervisor 
at Philadelphia, Pa., of the Bureau of 


TRAFFIC Wortp 


Motor Carriers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, was the principal 
speaker November 3 at the second of 
a series of special I.C.C. safety meetings 
in the Hotel Traylor, Allentown, Pa., it 
was announced by Modern Transfer Co, 
Inc., Allentown. Mr. Hughes spoke op 
“Equipment Safety Features,’ the com- 
pany said that at the meeting 86 pro- 
fessional drivers received safety awards 
sponsored by it and the National Safety 
Council, 


Federal Transport Problems 
Outlined by Naval Officer 


Problems of a government transporta- 
tion system and the justification for such 
@ system were discussed November 1 by 
Capt. Harry W. Leiser, Navy Supply 
Corps, director of the western region of 
the Military Traffic Management Agency, 
He spoke at a dinner meeting of the 
Utah chapter of the National Defense 
Transportation Association at Salt Lake 
City. 

“The Department of Defense is not in 
the railroad or trucking business in com- 
petition with our carriers,’ Captain Leiser 
said. 

Tonnage of special or secret material, 
he said, was “statistically almost non- 
existent,” but he said that if war strikes 
“we must be ready.” 

He described the transportation indus- 
try as a “powerful overwhelming factor 
toward success or failure, in peace or war, 
whether we speak of military or civilian 
endeavor.” 


Record Month for U.A.L. 


More air freight was flown by United 
Air Lines in October than in any pre- 
vious month in the company’s 31-year 
history, according to estimated figures 
released by Robert E. Johnson, vice- 
president and assistant to the president 
of United. New October records were 
set in passenger and mail traffic, said 
Mr. Johnson. He stated that the airline 
in October operated 5,707,000 freight 
ton-miles, up 3 per cent from the same 
month in 1956, and that approximately 
418,401,000 revenue passenger-miles, 11,- 
679,000 revenue airplane miles, and 2,- 
471,000 ton-miles of air mail (includ- 
ing first class), representing increases of 
5, 10 and 5 per cent respectively, over 
the corresponding period a year ago, 
were flown. Express was off 26 per cent, 
at 993,000 ton-miles, he added. 


Personal News 


R. J. Breitinger has been appointed 
to the newly created position of traffic 
manager—rates for the Westinghouse 
Electric Corp., Pittsburgh, Pa. Mr. 
Breitinger joined the company in 1948 
and has served on the headquarters 
traffic staff since 1956. In his new posi- 
tion, he will correlate company action 
in negotiations of freight rates, advise 
the manufacturing divisions on proposed 
changes in rates affecting their oper- 
ations, and represent the company on 


traffic matters before regulatory bodies 
of the transportation industry. 


R. A. Bentley, general traffic manage 
of the National Tea Co., Chicago, has 
announced the following appointments: 


Earl Sebern, traffic manager of National F 


Food Stores, Inc., Miller’s super markets 
division, at Denver, Colo.; Lloyd Soder- 
strom, traffic manager of National Food 
Stores, Inc., Council Oak stores division, 
and Eugene Harris, traffic manager o! 
National Food Stores of La., Inc., New 
Orleans, La. 
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Com- § appointed. He is George F. Hall, Jr., 
incipal § who has been assistant transportation 
ond of § commissioner for the Chamber of Com- 
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Two promotions in the traffic depart- uw 
ment of the Maytag Co., Newton, Ia., both ° = 
effective November 1, have been an- = 
2mns nounced by Glen Minear, general traf- 5 > 
fic manager. Lee Hays has been named 0° 
er assistant traffic manager and Richard zu 
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g factor | % 8 trainee in the traffic department in 

» or war, | June, 1953, and was later made traffic 

civilian | auditor. Mr. Griffin started as a senior 
clerk in traffic in March, 1947, and was 
made chief of the claim passenger sec- 
tion in June, 1954. His duties as super- 
visor of transportation will be handling 

; United | Passenger travel and claim adjusting 
as well as administrative work. 
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Thomas B. Kircher has been appointed 
traffic manager of the Spreckels Sugar 
Co, San Francisco, Calif., succeeding 
the late R. F. Walker. 


fic, said 
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iles, 11,- 
and 2,-} Rail—— 


—_ 2 Charles A. Chinnis has been appointed 


ely, over} sistant superintendent of the Virginia 
ear ago,| UVision of the Seaboard Air Line Rail- 
per cent, toad, with headquarters at Raleigh, Va. 
Mr. Chinnis, who has been with Sea- 

board since 1936, succeeds Ray Carrigan. 

The railroad also announced these pro- 

motions at Atlanta, Ga., effective No- 

vember 1: L. W. Fincher, to assistant 

freight traffic manager, succeeding B. J. 

King, promoted; R. O. Cason, to division 

s freight agent; R. M. Tedder, to com- 
_ | Mercial agent, succeeding Mr. Cason; H. 

ry bodies} L. Booker, Jr., to commercial agent, suc- 
ceeding Mr. Tedder, and C. G. Galfas, 


t© commercial agent, succeeding Mr. 
manage} Booker. 


7 1, After more than 33 years of service 
National F. H. Draeger, assistant general agent 
| at Milwaukee, Wis., for the Chicago & 
nal Food Eastern Illinois Railroad, retired No- 
5 division, vember 1. Ww. A. Kelch succeeded Mr. 
anager of Draeger in his former position. 
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The general manager and treasurer of 
the Chestnut Ridge Railway Co., T. E. 
managet} Noll, retired November 2. Appointed gen- 
n division} *fal manager and treasurer was S. A. 
has beet Borger. 
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F. V. Schaub has been appointed act- 
ing passenger traffic and public relations 
manager, with headquarters at Houston, 
Tex., and New Orleans, La., for the 
Southern Pacific Co., and the Texas & 
New Orleans Railroad Co. The appoint- 
ment was effective November 1. 


J. T. Lacy, city freight agent for the 
Burlington Railroad at St. Louis, Mo., 
has been appointed assistant general 
livestock agent at Galesburg, Ill., suc- 
ceeding H. A. Leopold, who has retired 
after 35 years with the Burlington. Mr. 
Lacy joined the railroad in 1941. 


The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway Co. 
has announced that C. Arthur Swanson, 
commercial agent at Seattle, Wash., will 
retire November 30 after more than 32 
years of service. Earl A. Gavin has been 
appointed freight service representative 
at Seattle and Frank L. Webber has 
been appointed to a like post at Portland, 
Ore., both effective December 1. 


The Rock Island Lines has announced 
that John Guandolo, general attorney, 
has resigned to join the law firm of 
Cake & Newgus, Washington, D.C. 


Effective November 1, Tom L. Farmer 
became general attorney for the Texas 
& Pacific Railway Co. 


The Denver & Rio Grande Western 
Railroad Co. has announced the appoint- 
ment of J. W. Sample as general agent 
at Kansas City, Mo., effective November 
1, succeeding the late W. D. Fernald. 


Water—— 


David M. Brown, Jr., of New Orleans, 
La., has been named assistant to the 
president of American Waterways Opera- 
tors, Inc., Washington, D.C., Braxton B. 
Carr, president, has announced. Mr. 
Brown had been southern field repre- 
sentative of A.W.O. since July 1, 1954. 


Governor Vernon W. Thomson, of 
Wisconsin, has announced the appoint- 
ment of Robert F. Matthes as port de- 
velopment specialist in the division of 
industrial development of the governor’s 
office. Mr. Matthes was formerly as- 
sistant marine planning analyst with the 
Port of New York Authority. In his new 
position, according to the announcement, 
he will assist Wisconsin port cities in 
their development programs aimed at 
capitalizing on increased waterborne 
commerce that will move on the Great 
Lakes when the St. Lawrence Seaway 
is completed in 1959. The position was 
established by the 1957 Wisconsin state 
legislature when it expanded the re- 
sponsibilities of the industrial develop- 
ment division to include cooperation 
with Wisconsin’s port cities. 


Motor—— 


Roadway Express, Inc., has appointed 
C. F. Langford as its new director of 
traffic, ‘succeeding Walter F. Stiegele, who 
recently was elected vice-president—sales 
and traffic. Also, these promotions were 
announced: Dennis Weese, to assistant 
director of traffic; V. J. Hudec and Paul 
G. Whitmore, to assistants to the director 
of traffic; Harlan Back, to manager of 
the interline traffic department, and 
E. H. Yerkey, to a rate representative. 


The appointment of G. E. Gerlach as 
freight operations supervisor has been 
announced by Pacific Intermountain Ex- 
press. He has been a driver for the com- 
pany since 1951. 
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Austin Schnasse, manager of the Port- 
land, Ore., warehouse of Consolidated 
Freightways since 1954, has been pro- 
moted to general manager of Consol- 
idated Warehouses, a division of the com- 
pany, with offices at the International 
Airport, San Francisco, Calif. Replacing 
him will be R. L. Guthrie, who, in turn, 
will be succeeded as general warehouse 
foreman by Joe Farah. 


Joining Spector*Mid-States as _ ter- 
minal manager at New Britain, Conn., 
is Leslie (Leck) W. Dillman, who has 
been general sales manager of the Des 
Moines Transportation Co. 


The appointment of Donald E. Hughes 
as supervisor of customer relations and 
tracing has been announced by Ringsby 
Truck Lines, Inc. Mr. Hughes, who 
formerly was with Independent Truck- 
ers, Inc., and Frontier Airlines, started 
with Ringsby in September. 


The appointment of an executive com- 
mittee to assistant in the management 
of operations of Merchants Motor 
Freight, Inc., has been announced by 
Stanley L. Wasie, president and general 
manager. The members are: Joe A. 
Brown, Jr., general operations manager; 
Vincent R. Else, controller; Carl A. 
Holmgren, general sales manager; Rob- 
ert L. Lalich, an attorney, and George 
J. Morley, who joined the company Oc- 
tober 1. 


Air—— 


The election of Richard W. Gilbert as 
senior vice-president of Alaska Airlines, 
Inc., has been announced by Charles F. 
Willis, Jr., president. Mr. Gilbert will 
continue to be assistant to the president 
of the airline, with offices in Seattle, 
Wash. He joined Alaska Airlines from 
Eastern Air Lines, for which he had 
been manager of cargo sales since 1949. 


Others—— 


Appointment of Max G. Rein as man- 
ager of the transportation department 
of the Buffalo (N.Y.) Chamber of Com- 
merce to succeed 
Ernst A. Momberg- 
er when he retires 
on December 31, has 
been announced by 
Charles C. Ficht- 
ner, executive vice- 
president of the 
chamber. Mr. Mom- 
berger will have 
completed 45 years 
of service with the 
chamber on his re- 
tirement. Mr. Rein 
joined the chamber 
staff on November 
1. He resigned as traffic manager of the 
Durez Plastics and Chemical Co., a di- 
vision of Hooker Electrochemical, to ac- 
cept the position. He will also become 
secretary of the chamber’s port and wa- 
terways, freight transportation and avia- 
tion committees. Born in Hamburg, 
Germany, in 1921, Mr. Rein came to the 
United States in 1940 after attending 
schools in Germany and business college 
in Switzerland. Shortly after arriving 
in this country, he became associated 
with the J. B. Liebman department store 
in Philadelphia as secretary to the con- 
troller. He was assistant controller of 
the store in February, 1943, when he en- 
listed in the US. Army. On discharge 
from the service, he became traffic man- 
ager of the S. Gumpert Co., a food manu- 
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facturing firm in Jersey City, N.J. After 
four years with that firm, he resigned 
to enter Syracuse University where he 
received a degree of bachelor of science 
in business administration, majoring in 
transportation, in June, 1953, when. he 
joined the Durez company. He is a 
member of the American Society of 
Traffic and Transportation and of the 
Association of Interstate Commerce 
Commission Practitioners. 


Ralph 8S. Schmitt has been appointed 
to the staff in charge of the rate depart- 
ment of G. W. Thomas Drayage & Rig- 
ging Co., Inc., with headquarters at San 
Francisco, Calif. 


OBITUARIES 


A notice concerning the death on Sep- 
tember 29 of Floyd M. Russell, traffic 
manager of the General Fireproofing Co., 
Youngstown, O., for 34 years, has been 
received by TRAFFIC WoRLD from Roy L. 
McIntyre, treasurer of the Steel Office 
Furniture Traffic Association. Mr. Rus- 
sell, according to the notice, served as 
chairman of the furniture traffic group 
for a number of years and was instru- 
mental in its organization. He was a 
founder member of the American Society 
of Traffic and Transportation, an I.C.C. 
practitioner, and held memberships in 
many other traffic organizations, includ- 
ing the National Industrial Traffic 
League. 


Tom E. LeSueur, 71, retired general 
passenger agent of the Nickel Plate Road, 
died November 8 at Lakewood, O. He 
was head of the passenger department 
for 30 years, retiring October 31, 1956. 


News of 
Traffic Clubs 


“Steamship Night” was held November 
14 by the Transportation Club of Santa 
Clara (Calif.) County. 


The Transportation Club of Louisville 
(Ky.), Inc., has set December 10 as the 
date of its forty-fifth annual dinner. It 
will be held at the Kentucky hotel. The 
speaker will be Cloyd S. Steinmetz, di- 
rector of sales training of the Reynolds 
Metals Co. 


The Traffic Club of North Jersey re- 
cently elected these officers for 1958: 
Kenneth E. Barker, traffic freight agent 
of the Illinois Central Railroad, presi- 
dent; George J. Hellerman, office man- 
ager of the traffic department of 
Raybestos Manhattan, Inc., first vice- 
president; George S. Imperatore, vice- 
president—sales of A. & P. Trucking, 
second vice-president, and Silvio Rossi, 
assistant to the general manager of the 
Emmott-Valley Transportation Co., re- 
cording secretary (reelected). Elected to 
the board of directors were Edward T. 
Borkowski, district freight agent of the 
Republic Carloading & Distributing Co.; 
Robert S. Tissot, sales manager of 
Oneida Motor Freight, Inc.; Norman J. 
Jordan, traffic manager of the Grand 
Union Co., and Harold C. Williams, as- 
sistant traffic manager of the New York 
Southern & Western Railroad. All were 
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installed at the annual dinner November 
11. 


A dinner meeting held November 13 
by the South Bend (Ind.) Transportation 
Club, Inc., was designated “Industrial 
Nite.” 
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The second annual “Airlines Day” of 
the Traffic Club of Minneapolis (Minn.) 
was held November 14. John Hoving, vice- 
president—public relations of the Air 
Transport Association of America, was 
the speaker. On November 7, the Min- 
neapolis Gas Co., sponsored the first 
meeting of the club. 


The Women’s Traffic Club of Oakland 
(Calif.) held its regular monthly dinner 
meeting on November 12 at the Oakland 
Army Base. The speaker at the meeting 
designated as “Government Night,” was 
Lt. Col. Bill R. Brown, commander of 
the Oakland Air Reserve Center. His sub- 
ject was “Air Force Programming.” 


The annual “Fall Stag Party” of the 
Traffic Club of Lansing (Mich.) has been 
slated for November 26. 


The Traffic Club of the Woonsocket 
(R.1.) Chamber of Commerce will hold 
its annual fall dinner meeting on No- 
vember 25 at the Beverly Club, Belling- 
ham, Mass. The evening has been desig- 
nated “Harvest Dinner.” 


The yearly Thanksgiving dinner of the 
Traffic Club of Denver (Colo.) will be 
held November 21. 


At their November meeting, members 
of the Tri-State Traffic Club heard a 
discussion of foreign affairs by the Rev. 
John F. Sammel, pastor of St. Paul’s 
Lutheran Church, Cumberland, Md. The 
meeting was held November 13. 


“Gay Nineties Night” was the theme 
of a dinner meeting in honor of the 
employers of members of the Women’s 
Traffic & Transportation Club of Seattle 
(Wash.), held November 12. Special 
guests included Allen Ingraham, presi- 
dent of the men’s transportation club; 
Mrs. Ingraham; Lawrence M. Curtin, 
vice-president of the north Pacific region 
of the Associated Traffic Clubs of Amer- 
ica, and Mrs. Curtin. 


These officers for the ensuing year 
have been chosen by the El Paso (Tex.) 
Traffic Club: Ike Young, president; Jack 
Fargason, first vice-president; Bob 
Roche, second vice-president; Harry 
Stratton, secretary-treasurer, and Jim 
McNeal, Gordon Mooney, Ed Tanner, 
Jim Wolters and Sandy Chambers, di- 
rectors. The installation dinner is set for 
November 20. 


The “Fall Stag” of the Cincinnati (O) 
Traffic Club is scheduled for November 21. 


A “Turkey Raffle” was held by mem- 
bers of the Metropolitan Traffic Associa- 
tion of New York (N.Y.), Inc., in con- 
nection with their meeting on November 
14. The program for the meeting in- 
cluded a traffic forum in which the fol- 
lowing participated: Frank Asher, 
Charles Hagendorn, Thomas Kohler, Ed- 
ward O’Hanlon and Michael Taranto. 


The Jamestown (N.Y.) Transportation 
Club, Inc., has announced plans to in- 
augurate an education program on No- 
vember 21. The speaker at the meeting 
is to be Robert Crossett, traffic manager 
of the parts division of the Sylvania 
Electric Corp., Warren, Pa. 
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This Advertiser's Index is published as a 
reader convenience and not as a part of the 
advertising contract. The inclusion of this 
index is a last-minute operation and, al- 
though we try to make it error proof, we 
cannot be responsible for any errors or fail- 
ure to insert. No allowances will be made 
for any errors or omissions. 
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November 16, 1957 


The Tacoma (Wash.) Transportation 
Club held its final regular meeting of 
1957 on November 8. C. Morrison Johnson, 
president of Washington Steel Products, 
was the speaker. ‘ 


“The Right to Work Issue”. was dis- 
cussed November 12 at a meeting of the 
Los Angeles (Calif.) Transportation Club 
py C. George Niebank, Jr., attorney for 
the Santa Fe Railway. The meeting was 
designated “Santa Fe Day.” Future 
events set by the club include its in- 
augural dinner-dance on November 15, 
and a meeting on November 26 at which 
the speaker will be Senator Knowland, of 
California, Senate minority leader. 


The Traffic Club of New Orleans (La.) 
has planned a dinner-dance for Novem- 
ber 21. 


The November dinner meeting of the 
Transportation Club of Kansas City, Inc., 
was held November 8 in conjunction with 
the International Trade Club. 


Members of the Traffic Club of Baton 
Rouge (La.) will sponsor a dinner-dance 
November 19. Officers newly elected by 
the organization are Charles J. Hinger, 
president; Lamar Doughty, first vice- 
president; Doss Berry, Jr., second vice- 
president; H. J. Endom, treasurer; R. J. 
Marks, secretary; John Walker, director 
for one year; William J. Lewis and John 
P. King, directors for two years, and 


George H. Corcoran, non-resident di- 
rector. 


The auditing committee members of 
the Women’s Traffic Club of Los An- 
geles (Calif.) will be honored guests at 
the club’s Christmas banquet December 
18. The committee members are Mrs. 
Beulah Wood, chairman, and Mrs. Veda 
Bastian and Miss Emma Kentz. 


At a meeting on November 12, mem- 
bers of the Traffic Club of Greater Miami 
(Fla.), Inc., honored Henry O. Shaw, 
president of the Shaw Bros. Shipping Co. 
and a director of the Seaboard Air Line 
Railroad Co., for his contribution to 
transportation in Greater Miami and 
south Florida. A film prepared by the 
Seaboard, “The Dynamic Southeast,” 
was shown. 


“Freight Forwarders’ Night” has been 
set for November 20 by the Rock River 
(Ill.) Valley Traffic Club. 


The Traffic Club of New York (N.Y.). 
Inc., will have its November business 
meeting and annual “Members’ Dinner” 
on November 26. An election of officers 
will be held. 


At a meeting on November 18, mem- 
bers of the Traffic Club of Syracuse 
(N.Y.) will be addressed by Milton Kra- 
mer, vice-president—public relations and 
personnel of Associated Transport, Inc. 


Delta Nu Alpha 


Delta Nu Alpha Chapter Meets at Air Force Base 


Members of the Wichita Falls (Tex.) Chapter No. 86 of the Delta Nu Alpha Transportation Fraternity, 

Inc., met November 5 at the Sheppard Air Force Base Officers Club and heard a report on the 

recent national convention (T.W., Oct. 26, p. 29) by John Y. Cassell (second from left), national 

first vice-president. Others pictured are (from left): Lt. Col. James J. Brown, deputy commander of 

the 3750th Technical Training Group for Department of Transportation Training; Maj. Edwin F. 

Phelps, president of the chapter, and Cecil Surratt, vice-president of the Transportation Club of 
Wichita Falls. 


The Pennsylvania State University 
Chapter No. 59 of the Delta Nu Alpha 
Transportation Fraternity, Inc., on Oc- 
tober 30, heard J. V. Barry, safety in- 
Spector of the Commission, Harrisburg, 


Pa., discuss “Motor Carrier Safety Regu- 
lations.” 


Desmond A. Barry, president of the 


Galveston Truck Line Corp., of Hous- 
ton, Tex., was the speaker at a meeting 
of the University of Texas Chapter No. 
41 of the Delta Nu Alpha Transporta- 
tion Fraternity, Inc., on October 31 in 
Austin, Tex. The subject of his address 
was “The Secondary Boycott and the 
‘Hot Cargo’ Clause.” 
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CLASSIFIED 
ADVERTISING 


When answering ads please address as fol- 
lows: Box ——— Traffic World, 815 Wash- 
ington Building, Washington 5, D.C. Rates: 
reader ads, $1.00 a line (approximately 5 
words), minimum three lines. Display ads, 
$15.00 a column inch. 
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Help Wanted 


RETIRED FREIGHT MAN for limited audit 
service Northwest Rockies area. Attractive 
percentage basis. Write Box 1106. 


TRAFFIC MANAGER—Grain Elevator wants 
man fully qualified to handle all phases of 
Traffic. Kansas Location. Salary commen- 


surate with ability and experience. Write 
Box 1109. 


TRAFFIC RATE CLERK 


Opportunity for experienced graduate 
of traffic school to become associated 
with well-known national manufacturer 
with multiplant operations in a large 
traffic department. Scope of company 
business and its traffic problems will 
provide a challenging position with 
growth in the traffic field. Chicago lo- 
cation. In replying, please state age, 
education, experience and salary de- 
sired. Send replies to Mr. C. E. Sahlen, 
Employment Manager, U.S. Gypsum Co., 
300 W. Adams St., Chicago 6, Illinois. 





Situations Wanted 


WANTED: Creative opportunity as traffic 


ae or assistant, with medium size 
rm. 


a ee ee ae ee ae 
OFFER: Young man, 31, with fresh ideas, 
college degree, with major in transportation, 
ICC class (B) certificate, and five years ex- 
perience in traffic. Write Box 1105. 


Educational Books and Courses 


I.C. PRACTITIONERS. The only practical 
authentic I.C. law course available by mail. 
Restricted to Attorneys, Practitioners or 
those qualified to prepare for practice. In- 
cludes Freight Forwarder Act. COLLEGE OF 
ADVANCED TRAFFIC, 404 State-Madison 
Bldg., 22 West Madison St., Chicago 2, Ill. 


LAW OF FREIGHT LOSS AND DAMAGE 
CLAIMS—$8.00. This widely acclaimed com- 
pletely new, concise and accurate guide is 
designed to help the “Industrial Traffic 
Manager” determine carrier liability . . . to 
help the “Carrier Claim Adjuster’ deter- 
mine the extent of legal liability—This new 
reliable guide is for those who have any- 
thing to do with liability in transportation. 
It is written by John M. Miller, Attorney 
and Secretary A.T.A. Freight Claim Council. 
The author, a recognized authority in this 
specialized field, has examined and carefully 
reviewed over twenty thousand claims filed 
with carriers and each of these claims was 
in controversy. This experience has enabled 
him to select material for this volume 
which will unquestionably provide assistance 
in handling the vast majority of transpor- 
tation claims. This beautifully cloth bound 
book contains 632 pages. Order your copy 
today on 15 days’ approval. If not com- 
pletely satisfied your $8.00 refunded. Wm. 
C. Brown Company, Publishers, 915 Main 
Street, Dubuque, Iowa. 


WHEN DOES TITLE PASS. $6.50. This com- 
pletely new book covers the Passage of Title 
from Shipper to Consignee and explains who 
has the risk of loss or damage in Transpor- 
tation. It is written by Thomas G. Bugan, 
Attorney at Law, Chicago, Illinois. A recog- 
nized authority in the field of transporta- 
tion, as well as a widely known Tax At- 
torney, Mr. Bugan presents the facts and 
the law in non-technical, easy-to-under- 
stand language. This 515 page, cloth bound 
book contains 500 illustrative cases together 
with Definitions of F.O.B., Bailments, Prop- 
erty, Sales, Title and Others. Order your 
copy today on 15 days’ approval. If not 
completely satisfied your $6.50 refunded. 
Wm. C. Brown Company, publishers, 915 
{Main Street, Dubuque, Iowa. 
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From TRAFFIC WORLD, 
November 19, 1932 


The American Truck Associa- 
tion held its first annual meeting 
November 17 and 18 at Wash- 
ington, D.C. Among the ideas 
stressed was that the membership 
should be confined to interstate 
common carrier truck men. Also 
voiced was criticism of the op- 
position of truck manufacturers 
to the establishment of the associa- 
tion. 

* 

The “practically negligible” 
hazard of sea travel was pointed 
out in the annual report of Super- 
vising Inspector General D. N. 
Hoover, of the U.S. Steamboat 
Inspection Service of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce. In the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1932, he 
said, only 55 of 262,640,219 pas- 
sengers carried on vessels were 
lost. 


* 


The scheduled airlines flew 
47,385,987 miles and carried 
522,345 passengers in calendar 
year 1931, as compared with 
36,945,203 miles and 417,505 
passengers in the preceding year, 
it was reported by Clarence M. 
Young, Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Aeronautics, in his 
annual report. He said, also, that 
lighted and radio-equipped routes 
had been expanded to 19,500 
miles. 


* 


Even with the return of “nor- 
mal” business, the problems of 
the railroads could not be solved 
until they were at least relieved of 
excessive taxation and subsidized 
competition, as well as over-regu- 
lation of themselves and under- 
regulation of their competitors. 
This was said by E. G. Buckland, 
president of the Railroad Credit 
Corp., at the annual meeting in 
New York, N.Y., of the Academy 


of Political Science. 


TRAFFIC DATES 


NOVEMBER 


17-21—National Defense Transportation Associo- 
tion (annual convention), Washington, 
D.C. 

18-19—Central Western Shippers Advisory Boord. 
Omaha, Neb. 

19-21—National Freight Claim Council of Amer. 
ican Trucking Associations, Inc. (fall 
meeting), Houston, Tex. 

20-21—National Council of Farmer Cooperative: 
(national agricultural cooperative trons 
portation committee), St. Louis, Mo. 

22—Association of American Railroads (annuol 

membership meeting), Chicago, Ill. 


DECEMBER 


3-4—Ohio Valley Transportation 
Board, Cincinnati, O. 


Advisory 


i 
F] 
£ 
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5-6—Trans-Missouri-Kansas Shippers Board, Si 
Joseph, Mo. 


11-12—Southeast Shippers Advisory Board, . 
vannah, Ga. 2 


JANUARY ; 
20-22—Truck-Trailer Manufacturers Associa 
Inc. (annual convention), Palm Beach, Fig, 
21-23—Southwest Shippers Advisory Board, 
Monroe, La. 4 


22-23—Atlantic States Shippers Advisory Board, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

22-23—Midwest Shippers Advisory Board, 
Chicago, Ill. 

29-30—Northwest Shippers 
Minneapolis, Minn. 

30-31—Private Truck Council of America (annual 
convention), Philadelphia, Pa. 


Advisory Board, 


Annual Dinner Dates of Traffic Clubs — 


NOVEMBER 


19—Women’s Traffic Club of Pittsburgh, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 

19—Traffic Club of Baton Rouge, Baton Rouge, La. 

19—Lubbock Traffic Club, Lubbock, Tex. 

20—Transportation Club of Bloomington, Bloom- 
ington, Ill. 

20—El Paso Traffic Club, El Paso, Tex. 

20—Chattanooga Traffic and Transportation Club, 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 

21—Lawrence County Traffic Club of Pennsyl- 
vania, New Castle, Pa. 

23—Central Florida Traffic Club, Orlando, Fla. 


30—Nassau-Suffolk Traffic Club, Inc., Stewart 
Manor, Long Island, N.Y. 


DECEMBER 


3—Canton Traffic Club, Inc., Canton, O. 

3—Appalachian Traffic Club, Kingsport, Tenn. 

3—Traffic Club of Detroit, Detroit, Mich. 

5—Southern Minnesota Traffic Club, Mankato, 
Minn. 

5—Traffic Club of Minneapolis, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

5—Oklahoma City Transportation Club, Oklo- 
homa City, Okla. 

6—Charlotte Traffic & Transportation Club, 
Charlotte, N.C. 

6—Catawba Valley Traffic Club, Hickory, N.C. 

7—New Bedford Traffic Club, Inc., New Bedford, 
Mass. 

10—Pikes Peak Traffic Club, Colorado Springs, 
Colo. 

10—Green Bay Traffic Club, Green Bay, Wis. 

10—Central Arkansas Traffic Club, Inc., Little 
Rock, Ark. 

10—Transportation Club of Louisville, Inc., Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

10—Traffic Club of Tulsa, Tulsa, Okla. 

11—Corpus Christi Traffic Association, Corpus 
Christi, Tex. 

11—Mid-Hudson Traffic Club, Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 

11—Pensacola Traffic & Transportation Club, Pen- 
sacola, Fla. 

12—Chippewa Valley Traffic Club, Eau Claire, 
Wis. 

12—Oakland Traffic Club, Oakland, Calif. 

12—New Jersey Industrial Traffic League, 
Newark, N.J. 

13—Transportation Club of Fort Worth, Fort 
“Worth, Tex. 


14—Boise Traffic Club, Boise, Ida. 

14—Great Falls Traffic Club, Great Falls, Mont. 

18—Women’s Traffic Club of Greater Miami, 
Miami, Fla. ; 

19—Enid Traffic Club, Enid, Okla. 


JANUARY 


8—Traffic & Transportation Club of Shreveport, 
Shreveport, La. 
9—Transportation Club of San Diego, San 
Diego, Calif. 
9—Traffic Club of Wichita, Wichita, Kan. 
9—Women’s Traffic Club of Cleveland, Cleve 
land, O. 
11—Traffic Club of Tampa, Tampa, Fla. 
14—La Crosse Traffic Club, Inc., La Crosse, Wit 
14—Traffic Club of Philadelphia, Philadelphia, Pa. 
14—Women’s Traffic Club of Richmond, Rick 
mond, Va. 
15—Transportation Club of Sioux Falls, Sioux 
Falls, S.D. 
16—Hamilton Traffic Club, Hamilton, O. 
16—Eastern Indiana Transportation Club, 
Muncie, Ind. 
16—Nashville Traffic & Transportation Club, Nash 
ville, Tenn. 
16—Eastern North Carolina Traffic Club, Raleigh, 
N.C. 
16—Traffic Club of Syracuse, Syracuse, N.Y. 
16—York Traffic Club, York, Pa. 
16—Tri-City Traffic Club, Davenport, la. 
16—Traffic Club of Topeka, Topeka, Kan. 
17—Richmond Traffic Club, Richmond, Va. 
18—Altoona Traffic Club, Altoona, Pa. 
18—Traffic Club of Jacksonville, Jacksonville, Fle. 
18—Transportation Club of Seattle, Seattle, 
Wash. 
20—Traffic Club of St. Louis, Inc., ‘St. Louis, Me 
21—Will County Transportation Club, Joliet, ih 
22—Charleston Traffic Club, Charleston, S.C. 
22—Traffic & Transportation Club of Monroe 
West Monroe, Monroe, La. 
23—Central Valley Transportation Club, Modesto, 
Calif. 
23—Traffic Club of New Orleans, New Orleans, 
La. 
23—Traffic Club of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
23—Women’s Traffic Club of Evansville, Evant 
ville, Ind. ‘ 
23—Motor City Traffic Club of Detroit, Detroit, 
Mich. 
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Don't let shipping schedules 
squeeze you too often! 


Used to be that shippers and their customers often 
went through the wringer waiting for a carload of 
freight to arrive. Now, B&O’s Sentinel Service makes 
that unnecessary through its dependable siding-to-siding 
schedules. And, if these schedules are interrupted, 
shippers and receivers know about it through the 
Automatic Records feature. Ask our man! 


BALTIMORE & OHIO RAILROAD 


Constantly doing things — better ! 











NOW 
SEVEN ALL-CARGO FLIGHTS WEEKLY 


Profit from the most frequent airfreight 
service over the North Atlantic! Ship the 


Only Seaboard operates all-cargo Lockheed Super Constellations, SK YWA 4 
largest, fastest freighters in transatlantic service. Let us show you 


how Seaboard’s speed, capacity and frequency can earn greater 
profits for you! For schedules and information, just call your TO EUROPE AND BEYOND 


Freight Forwarder, Railway Express or Seaboard & Western. 







Now—each way across the North Atlantic—Seaboard offers the 


Highest All-Cargo Frequency 
Fastest All-Cargo Schedules 
Greatest All-Cargo Capacity 


Only Scheduled Transatlantic All-Cargo Airline 











AiR SHANNON MaAmMBURG 
AMSTERDAM 
saaune ~ OusseLoonr 
~~ <S COLOGNE 
a FRANKFURT 
NUREMBERG 
GEaNntvaA 
AIRTRADER ROUTE sturreaat ty 


MUNICH Se 


SEABOARD & WESTERN AIRLINES 
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